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T'l-TTi'  PRP*  \  PTTPR  stories  are  told  concerning  him,  sio;  /mridrcd  cisely  in  this  way  1  would  judge  of  the  preten- 

xlvrLiiril^nEjlv.  years  after  his  cfcoM,  by  Abulfedo,  who  wrote 'sions,  principles  and  conduct  of  Christ.  Ifh« 

_==  =  ]yja},ommed,  and  also  in  the  legend  Iconducted  like  an  impostor,  let  him  receive  an 

ORIGINAL  SERMON . No.  XV  III.  Al-Ianabi,  who  came  two  hundred  years  still  dinpostor’s  doom — if  he  conducted  like  a  good 

liy  G.  W.  Montgomery,  of  Biiffalo,  N.  Y.  later  ;  but  how  much  confidence  can  be  reposed  !man,  allow  him  the  character  of  a  good  man — 

“  Who  went  about  doing  good.”  Acts  x :  38.  in  theTr  assertions  ?  The  great  period  of  time  jif  he  gave  evidence  by  his  works,  that  God  had 
When  a  person  advances  pretensions  of  an  Mahommed’s  'given  him  power  to  perform  miracles,  allow 

extraordinary  character,  out  of  the  common  biographer,  shows  the  fact,  and  receive  the  system  they  were  in- 

routine  of  affairs,  it  is  very  rratufal  for  the  hu-j  ‘bose  miraculous  relations  rest  on  airy  tended  to  prove.  I  know  it  is  sometimes  as- 
man  mind  to  inquire  into  the  reason  of  u  ^  r  ^  may  be  blown  avvay  by  the  serted  that  Christ  was  an  impostor,  possessed 

pretensions,  and  to  examine  the  result  of  hisi  'l^btest  breath  of  examination.  And  the  ques-  of  an  intention  to  deceive  the  world,  but  it  ap- 
principles  and  actions,  in  order  to  know  wheth-! likewise  arises,  if  the  assertions  of  Abul-  pears  to  me  that  the  charge  is  groundless.- 
er  they  will  bear  teslimonyto  the  propriety  of,  fnd  Al-Ianabi  are  correct,  how  happens  it,  Every  impostor  is  urged  to  action  by  the  mo- 
his  high  claims.  In  this  examination,  if  they  'fat  m  the  Koran  itself,  Mahommed  disclaims  jUves  of  wealth  and  aggrandizement.  But  was 
find  that  his  conduct  airrees  with  his  principles,! Having  seen  jChrist  animated  by  such  motives  ?  Did  he 
and  that  his  conduct  and  principles  combined,!  that  Mahommed  gave  no  supernatural  evidence  wield  the  sword-did  he  scatter  firebrands  and 
tend  to  produce  the  happiness  of  his  fellow>f  h'^.  great  pretensions,  let  us  examine  and  death-did  a  love  of  vain  glory  fill  his  heart- 
beings,  to  alleviate  their  sufferings,  and  to  unitel  1^  h'S  actions  agree  with  those  pretensions,  did  he  exhibit  a  constant  wish  to  deprive  oth- 
them  in  the  cause  of  virtue,  they  decide  that|  ‘he  first  twelve  years  of  his  mission  he  ers  ofaheir  wealth  ?  If  none  of  these  can  b® 

he  is  a  true,  undoubted  philanthropist  and  lover,  ^hat  was  his  success?  discovered  in  him— if,  on  the  contrary,  it  w 

of  his  species.  But,  on  the  contrary,  if  they!  ^ecca  could  ex-  clear  that  his  motives  were  good,  and  had  th® 

do  not  perceive  works  performed,  sufficient  to;  h'b>t  the  amazing  number  of /ourfem  prose-  happiness  of  the  world  for  their  o^ct,  how 
warrant  the  greatness  of  his  pretensions-ffi y^^'’">J!'^hty-three  men  and  can  it  be  concluded  that  he  was  an  impostor  ? 
they  perceive  a  total  dissimilarity  between!  ^'S^hteen  vvomen.  See  Dub.  Ed.  Gibbon  s  His-  But  it  may  be  asked,  were  his  motives  good- 
principles  and  practices— if  they  see  him  ad-l  9,  page  244.  Finding  this  but  slow  |were  his  actions  benevolent  ?  We  appeal  to 

vocatinn-  peace,  and  at  the  same  time  raisinol  business,  after  the  twelfth  year  he  put  into  re-  fact.  We  appeal  to  his  works  and  conduct, 
the  sword  of  contention,  incul(»ating  morditv! ^hat  potent  instrument,  the  sword.—  Read  what  the  Scriptures  say  concerning  him. 
and  nracticinf  vice  the-’  mark  him  as  a  sche-!  ’^'heu  *t  was,  Mahommed  or  destruction,  the  His  character  is  there  delineated  as  being  per- 
ininl  deceive”,  who  has  assumed  greatness  to'  Koran  or  death.  Blood  and  slaughter  paid  feet  in  all  its  parts.  Earnest,  without  fanati- 
himself,  simply  for  the  purpose  of  his  own  ag-  [«'’  resistance,  and  the  consequence  was,  Ma-  cism  ;  mild,  yet  vigorous  in  the  performance 
ffrindizemeiit  I  hornmedanism  gained  followers  in  abundance,  of  his  duty  ;  unbending  as  the  oak  m  every 

These  premises  and  conclusions,  we  con-  Wherever  the  sword  penetrated,  the  Koran  fol-  storm  that  poured  its  blast  upon  him;  uniting 
ceive,  are  just ;  and  accordingly  we  can  apply  ^o'v,  we  ask  is  this  the  conduct  of  ,keenness  of  perception  with  a  ready  prepara- 

them,  and  we  find  that  they  have  been  applied,  •  Does  God  advance  |tion  for  every  circumstance  which  met  him, 

as  a  test  to  the  claims  of  those  individuals  who'  and  death,  or  do  those  by  whom  however  ad  verse  and  disastrous  ;  patient,  un- 

have  assumed  to  themselves  offices  of  suppo-i  communicates  his  truth  to  mankind  exhibit  jder  every  difficulty  ;  deterred  by  no  threats  ; 
sedly  great  interest  and  importance  For  in-|  active  benevolence  and  a  boundless  love  lawed  by  no  frowns ;  kind  and  forgiving  to  his 
stance,  try  the  cluua'cterof  Mahommed  by  this| things  are  fatal  to  the  most  inveterate  foes  ;  entering  with  sympathy 
rule.  Mahomnipd  laid  claims  to  the  high  ap-i  pr«tensions  of  Mahommed.  They  prove  him  jinto  the  distresses  of  the  unfortunate ;  ardent 

pointment  of  delivering  to  his  followers  a  di-i  '"’Po^tor.  dn  the  fulfilment  of  his  mission  ;  with  a  soul 

rect  revelation  from  God.  Making  this  pre-'  But  the  same  rule  which  proves  Mahommed  for  the  happiness  of  the  world;  he 

tension,  we  draw  the  inference  from  it,  that,  to' impostor,  also  proves  that  John  Howard  jwent  forth  to  his  fearful  doom,  an  universal 

prove  such  pretension,  he  must  perform  works!  impostor.  Howard  laid  claims  to  | philanthropist,  complete  Saviour,  conqueror  of 

of  a  higher  order  than  are  generally,  performed,  tbe  character  of  a  philanthropist.  Accordingly,  jsi»»  “cam,  and  giver  of  celestial  life 

by  men,  must  giv^e  clear  evidence  of  superna-'  bis  actions  agree  with  his  pretensions.  He  i^nd  unfading  existence.  In  fact,  his  character 
tural  gifts,  and  by  his  conduct  must  exhibit  the'  went  about  doing  good.  He  visited  the  prison  be  given  in  the  emphatic  words  of  the 
purest  and  holiest  benevolence  for  his  fellow-'  ef  distress,  he  administered  to  the  wants  of  the  jtext,  he  went  about  doing  good.  This  is 
species.  Do  his  works  and  actions,  then,  agree'  forsaken  prisoner,  and  ameliorated  his  condi-  Jbe  very  view  which  Peter  gave  of  the  charac- 
with  this  rule?  We  answer.  No  !  He  per-  **on.  Hence,  his  actions  agreeing  with  his  of  'yboo  he  was  taught  by  a  special 

formed  no  miracles.  Not  only  this,  the  Ko-'  principles,  and  his  principles  with  his  preten-  revelation  of  God,  that  the  Gospel  extended  to 
ran  disclaims  that  he  had  any  power  to  perform'  -ions,  he  is  allowed  to  be  a  God-like  philan-  the  Gentiles  as  weM  as  the  Jews ;  and  when 
miracles,  which  are  the  only  evidence  in  con-'  thropist.  he  was  taught  by  the  same  revelation  to  de- 

nexion  with  conduct,  that  a  person  can  present'  Thus  it  is  that  we  judge  of  the  pretensions, '?  Cornelius  and  is  house- 


hommed)  from  his  Lord,  w'e  will  not  believe,  legation  of  being  the  vicegerent  of  God,  was  about  doing  good,  and  hea  ing  all  that 
Answer.  Signs  are  in  the  power  of  God  alone,  true,  w-hen  his  life  was  wholly  opposed  to  iW®re  oppressed  ^  the  devil ,  for  God  was  with 
and  I  am  no  more  than  a  public  preacher.  Is  such  pretensions,  and  was  marked  by  the  most  ^  ,  ,  <^haracter,  of  all  oth- 

il  not  sufficient  for  them  that  we  have  sent  unprincipled  acts  of  debauchery.  On  the  con-  if calculated  to  enlist  the  feel- 
down  to  them  the  book  of  the  Koran  to  be  read  trary,  it  would  be  equally  preposterous  to  af-  Cornelius.  He  whom  he  was  called 

anto  them  1”  Sale’s  Ed.  Koran,  chap.  29,  firm  that  King  Alfred,  of  England,  or  Wash-  8^’  benignant,  full  of  loving 

page  328.  How  clear  it  is  from  this,  that  Ma-  ington,  of  America,  were  impostors,  for  their  kindness  and  tender  mercy  ;  altoget  er  ,  i  er- 
hommed  disclaimed  the  power  of  working  mi-  conduct  was  pure  and  directed  to  the  result  of  those  individuals  who  sought  lor 

racles !  To  be  sure,  a  great  many  miraculoui  producing  the  happiness  of  mankind.  Pre-  **P«“*® 
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fact  must  have  been  clear  to  Cornelius  when'|superior  to,  and  entirely  independent  of,  the'jluntary  admiration  of  the  character  of  Christ, 
he  examined  the  character  of  Christ.  Andit|God  who  created  them,  nevier  revealed  any  |Not  only  did  his  miracles  prove  his  mission, 
is  equally  as  clear  to  us  as  to  Cornelius,  that  [clear  truth  on  the  subject  of  another  life. 

But  notwithstanding  all  this,  it  may  be  said 


Christ  went  about  doing  good. 

To  illustrate  this  fact,  then,  let  us  examine  |“  that  there  was  no  need  of  miracles,  for  the 
a  few  of  his  actions.  What  are  his  actions  ?  book  of  nature  is  sufficient  to  teach  us  every 
His  principal  actions  are  those  of  his  miracles,  [truth  of  importance,  concerning  God  and  im- 
each  of  which  answered  the  ends  of  benevo- [mortality.”  If  this  be  true,  why  is  it  that  this 
lence,  besides  forming  the  most  indubitable  jbook  teaches  such  different  lessons?  Why  is 
proof  that  God,  through  Christ,  was  effecting  [it  that  the  Parsee  is  taught  by  it  that  there  are 


[but  they  all  answered  the  ends  of  benevolence 
on  the  earth.  He  might  unquestionably  have 
performed  miracles  that  would  have  equ.iBy 
well  proved  his  mission  as  those  which  he  diU 
perform.  He  might  have  stayed  the  tremen¬ 
dous  rushing  of  the  storm  ;  he  might  have  lift¬ 
ed  the  temple  from  the  earth  ;  he  might  have 
cast  himself  from  a  great  height  unhurt;  he 
might  have  changed  a  rock  into  a  living  bein»: 


You  affirm  that  “God  would  not  condescend 
or  cannot  depart  from  those  laws  by  which  he 
governs  matter  in  its  various  forms.”  Would 
you  confine  God  to  one  path?  Has  He  who 
made  the  sun  a  fountain  of  light,  who  gave  the 
earth  its  appointed  track,  who  has  filled  im¬ 
mensity  with  worlds  and  works  so  glorious,  as 
to  cause  the  saints  in  heaven  to  sing,  “  Great 


swer  the  calls  of  humanity. 

Let  us,  then,  examine  a  few  of  his  mirack«. 
We  read  in  Luke  vi :  6,  that  Christ  went  into 
the  synagogue,  and  there  was  a  man  whose 
right  hand  was  withered  ;  in  John  ix:  1,  that 
Jesus  saw  a  man  which  was  blind  from  his 
birth ;  in  Mark  vii :  32,  that  there  was  a  per¬ 
son  brought  to  him  that  was  deaf  and  had  an 


a  great  object ;  such  an  object  as  the  happiness  [two  Gods,  Ormuzd,  the  god  of  good,  and  Ahri 
of  mankind.  But  here  you  meet  me  with  an  jmanius,  the  god  of  evil?  How  is  that  the  Brah-  jbut  no!  he  preferred  miracles  which  not  only 
objection  to  the  truth  of  miracles  themselves,  imin  has  three,  Brahma,  Vichenou  and  Chiver?flwould  demonstrate  his  mission,  but  also  an- 
''  ■"  .  •  ^  .  ..  1  '  How  is  it  that  others  are  taught  to  worship  the  '  "  '•  > 

sun  ?  The  same  book  of  nature  which  taught 
the  Peripatetics  that  matter  was  eternal,  also 
taught  the  Epicureans  that  the  earth  happened 
to  exist  by  chance,  and  Democritus  that  it  is 
the  production  of  a  fortuitous  concourse  of 
atoms.  The  same  book  of  nature  which  taught 
Thomas  Paine  that  there  was  one  benignant 
and  marvellous  are  thy  works  Lord  God  Al- [God,  who  presides  over  the  universe,  also  [impediment  in  his  speech;  in  Matt,  ix:  33, 
mighty;”  (Rev.  xv:  3;)  has  He,  I  say,  no  [teaches  the  materialist  that  matter  is  God. —  [that  there  was  brought  to  him  a  dumb  man, 
power  to  depart  from  a  few  rules  which  relate  |The  same  book  of  nature  which  taught  Tho-  [who  was  also  insane.  Now  here  are  four  m- 
wholly  to  matter,  when  he  has  an  object  of  a  jmas  Paine  the  doctrine  of  a  future  state,  also  stances  of  the  deepest  distress.  Every  indl- 
spiritual  nature  in  view,  which  those  laws  in  Itaught  Elihu  Palmer  the  doctrine  of  annihila-  vidual  would  commisc’-ate  their  condition,  how- 
ihemselves  could  never  reveal?  Has  he  who  [tion.  Does  nature,  then,  without  contradiction,  [ever  foul  might  be  his  heart,  or  however  long 
created  nature,  no  power  over  nature?  And  [teach  all  the  doctrines  which  are  necessary  for  his  soul  might  have  been  steeped  in  iniquity, 
why  is  the  idea  of  God’s  departing  from  the  ais  to  know  concerning  Deity  and  immortality  ?  ;The  first  was  lame — his  right  hand  was  witli- 
laws  which  govern  matter  objected  to?  Did  If  so,  how  are  you  to  determine  which  of  the  iered — he  was  deprived  of  that  most  essential 
God  depart  from  them  because  he  perceived  doctrines  just  mentioned  it  is  necessary  we  :limb. 
that  the  whole  code  which  had  been  instituted  should  know? 

was  imperfect  and  needed  removal  ?  By  no  But  it  may  be  asked.  Does  nature  reveal  no  | him  were  powerless, 
means!  The  same  laws  which  were  institu-  certain  truths  ?  Most  certainly.  She  presents  [tured  and  blessed  with  the  sight  of  his  wife 
ted  in  the  beginning  still  reign,  and  produce  [before  us  the  results  which  the  laws  that  go- [and  little  ones.  The  beauties  of  nature  were 
the  same  results.  Men  die;  when  the  ear  isivern  her  produce — she  loudly  proclaims  that, .sealed  from  his  vision.  The  sun  might  pour 
out  of  order,  it  is  incapable  of  hearing;  when  |she  has  an  architect  of  certain  attributes,  but  [down  its  glory  and  bring  the  beautiful  flowers 
the  optic  nerve  is  ruined,  the  eye  cannot  see; 


The  second  was  blind.  Those  organs 
from  which  we  derive  so  much  pleasure,  in 
He  could  not  be  enrap- 


when  the  organs  of  speech  are  imperfect,  dumb 
ness  is  the  consequence;  the  sun  gives  light; 
the  clouds  drop  rain ;  the  earth  produces  herj 
beauty;  in  fact,  things  move  onward  as  theyi 
have  always  done.  It  by  no  means  exhibits 
folly  in  Deity  to  simply  depart  a  few  times, 
from  the  laws  which  govern  matter,  when  those 
laws  still  exist  and  in  the  benignity  of  God’s 
goodness  produce  the  same  results  as  ever. — 
But  it  may  be  asked.  What  object  could  God 
have  in  view,  by  any  such  departure?  The 
answer  is  easily  given.  The  laws  which  sur¬ 
round  us ;  which  cause  vapors  to  rise,  and  a 
stone  thrown  into  the  air  to  descend  again  ; 
which  cause  fire  to  consume  wood,  and  the 
rays  of  the  sun  to  animate  vegetation  with  vi¬ 
gor;  which  cause  the  earth  to  wheel  delibe- 
liberately  on  its  axis  once  in  twenty-four  hours, 
and  to  revolve  around  the  sun  once  in  three 
hundred  and  sixty-five  days,  relate  wholly  to 
matter,  beyond  which  they  reveal  nothing. — 
By  departing  from  these  laws  in  a  few  instan¬ 
ces,  God  spoke  to  us  of  a  spiritual  world.  By 
enabling  his  dear  Son  to  visit  a  dead  man  with 
life,  and  to  exhibit  him  to  the  corporeal  senses 
of  individuals  capable  of  transmitting  their  evi¬ 
dence  to  posterity,  he  thus  clearly  demonstra¬ 
ted  to  the  world  that  death  should  not  hold  an 
eternal  grasp  upon  intelligent  beings,  but  that 
it  should  yield  to  the  power  of  God,  who,  by 
the  resurrection  of  the  dead,  will  usher  all 
mankind  into  a  new  mode  of  being,  where 


be  tasted  by  all  kindreds,  nations  and  tongues 
In  what  other  way  could  the  doctrine  of  im¬ 
mortality  be  illustrated  to  men  in  the  flesh  ? — 
What  other  evidence  would  you  require  T  The 
rules  which  you  are  pleased  to  call  the  laws 
•f  nature,  and  which,  according  to  some,  are 


knowledge  ever-during,  joys  never-fading  shalliers  exhibited  far  beyond  what  any  man,  in  and 


beyond  this  she  is  powerless.  She  never  has,  [to  light,  but  they  budded  and  bloomed  not  fbr 
and  never  can,  inform  us  what  that  architect  [his  pleasure.  The  moon  might  shine,  and  aH 
intends  to  do  with  us,  when  our  bodies  shall  "the  works  of  God  be  clothed  with  grandeur 
return  to  their  original  elements  and  the  mind  , and  sublimity,  but  it  might  not  be  for  hisadrtil- 
be  free.  How,  then,  are  we  to  know  the  doc-  ration.  Alas  !  he  was  blind.  The  third  was 
trine  of  immortality  ?  By  the  Redeemer,  who  deaf.  His  ears  were  closed.  No  sound  of 
came  from  God  to  declare  it.  But  how  are  we  |  earth  or  heaven  might  enter  therein.  Judah’s 
to  know  that  he  came  from  God  ?  By  his  mira-[[harp  might  accompany  the  sweetest  song,  the 
rles.  He  had  power  over  the  elements ;  forjjvoice  of  affection  might  sound  and  delight 
the  time  being,  even  the  laws  of  nature  wereiithousands,  but  none  of  these  could  delight  hf!n. 
subjected  to  him.  And  we  affirm  that  this  isl|The  fourth  was  dumb.  All  the  joys  of  speech 
the  only  evidence  that  a  person  could  give  to  [were  denied  him.  Now  these  were  subjects 
prove  that  he  came  from  God,  and  is  the  only;  fit  for  a  benevolent  exhibition  of  the  power  of 
method  by  which  the  doctrine  of  the  resurrec-i  Christ.  In  relieving  them,  he  could  as  well 
tion  could  be  substantiated.  If  an  individual  Ishow  his  mighty  power,  as  to  grapple  with  the 
should  now  appear  for  the  first  time,  and  af-i.majestic  mountain  or  the  stirring  elements,  and 
firm  that  he  was  sent  from  God  to  declare  cer-:  at  the  same  time  answer  the  calls  of  bertevo- 
tain  truths  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  hu-j  lence.  Did  Christ  neglect  the  opportunity? 
man  race,  and  should  simply  display  his  supe-!  Oh,  no  !  He  healed  them  all.  The  right  hand 
rior  knowledge  of  the  laws  of  the  universe, [[was  nerved  with  vigor  and  strength.  Thee)res 
and  appeal  to  his  benevolent  life  as  evidence  of  jithat  were  blind  beheld  the  beauties  of  nature, 
his  pretensions,  you  would  not  believe  him. — [  God’s  noble  works  ;  they  perceived  the  fea- 
You  would  admit  that  he  was  a  philosopherj  tures  of  affection;  they  looked  at  friends  in 
and  a  good  man,  but  more  than  this  you  would;! very  deed.  The  ears  that  were  deaf  heard  the 
not  admit.  And  you  would  give  as  a  reason, |  joyous  sounds  of  life,  the  welcome  greerihgs 
that  a  great  many  men  who  made  no  such  pre-jjof  friends  and  the  song  of  gladness.  The 
tensions,  were  great  philosophers  and  distin-!|tongue  that  uttered  no  language  was  reett)red 
guished  for  benevolence.  But  if  this  individual, jjto  its  powers,  the  hidden  ideas  of  the  mind 
to  support  his  assertion  that  God  had  sent  him 
to  declare  certain  truths,  should  in  your  pre¬ 
sence  make  the  blind  see,  the  deaf  hear,  thej 
dumb  talk,  the  lame  leap,  and  this  immediately,! 
you  would  believe  him,  because  you  saw  pow-| 


of  himself,  ever  exerted.  Just  so  with  Christ. 
His  miracles  prove  the  truth  of  his  mission. — 
Besides,  they  prove  that  he  was  benevolent. 
They  are  evidence  to  us  that  he  went  about 
doing  good.  There  is  something  in  this  dou¬ 
ble  ^ject,  which  raises  in  the  heart  an  invo- 


were  poured  out,  and  the  gratitude  of  the  heart 
breathed  forth.  How  rapturous  must  have 
been  the  feelings — how  strong  must  have  been 
their  praise  to  him  who  had  delivered  them! 
And  what  shall  we  say  of  him  who  performed 
this  work,  who,  in  these  scenes,  shines  with 
the  most  God-like  benevolence ;  whoso  every 
action  tended  to  advance  the  happiness  of  in¬ 
telligent  beings  ?  We  can  only  say  of  hhn, 
that  he  was  worthy  to  be  the  Son  of  God ;  that 
his  benevolence  rises  above  that  of  every  other 
being,  in  the  purity  of  its  motives  and  the  no- 
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bleness  of  its  results.  God  grant  that  we  may 
imitate  our  Saviour  as  far  forth  as  our  feeble 
powers  will  admit. 

To  conclude;  the  miracles  which  have  been 
mentioned,  together  with  all  which  Christ  per¬ 
formed,  while  they  reveal  the  majesty  of  the 
power  which  God  had  conferred  on  him,  also 
e^ibit  the  depth  and  holiness  of  Christ’s  love 
for  the  distressed  and  unfortunate ;  a  love, 
ndiich  extended  not  only  to  the  miserable,  but 
poured  out  its  blessings  to  his  most  inveterate 
foes.  For  the  same  love  which  prompted  the 
Saviour  to  open  the  portals  of  the  grave  and 
restore  Lazarus  to  his  weeping  sisters,  and  give 
back  to  the  widow  of  Nain  her  only  son,  also 
drew  from  the  deepest  recesses  of  his  heart,  a 
soul-melting  prayer  for  his  enemies,  although 
their  enmity  had  raised  him  upon  the  cross 
and  made  him  subject  to  its  terrible  consequen¬ 
ces.  In  fact,  the  character  of  Christ,  as  exhi¬ 
bited  in  his  actions,  fully  establishes  the  truth 
of  the  text.  And  let  me  ask,  is  there  an  indi¬ 
vidual,  who  can  examine  the  life  of  Christ, 
read  of  his  holy  love  for  the  human  species, 
his  labors  of  kindness,  his  patience  under  eve¬ 
ry  difficulty,  and  his  God-like  benevolence,  and 
not  come  away  from  the  perusal  more  power¬ 
fully  resolved  to  be  his  follower?  Are  there 
any  who  can  fail  of  bowing  before  God,  and  re¬ 
joicing  that  the  spreader  of  salvation  to  the 
ends  of  the  earth,  went  about  doing  good ;  for¬ 
sook  the  bloody  path  of  the  conqueror,  the  law¬ 
less  course  of  the  usurping  tyrant,  and  chose 
the  noble  duty  of  lessening  misery  on  the 
earth  ? 

I  will  draw  but  one  remark  from  these 
things ;  and  that  remark  I  address  to  believers 
in  the  imp.irtial  love  of  God.  Brethren  and 
srsters,  the  text  informs  us  that  Christ  went 
about  doing  good :  go  and  do  likewise ;  be 
good ;  do  good  to  others.  May  the  Giver  of| 
rain  and  fruitful  seasons  bless  all  mankind. — 
A..MEN. 


ied.  **  O,  God,  thou  has  taught  me  from  my  youth, 
and  hitherto  have  1  declared  thy  wonderous  works. 
Now,  also,  when  I  am  old  and  grey  headed,  O, 
God,  forsake  me  not,  until  I  have  showed  thy 
strength  unto  this  generation,  and  thy  power  to  every 
one  tiiat  is  to  crmie.”  Thus  we  see  that  the  olrjeei 
ol  David's  prayer  had  no  reference  to  the  future 
state,  hut  to  the  present. 

Accorriing  to  your  own  acknowledgments,  the 
faith  of  future  existence  was  not  established  until 
Christ  arose.  The  following  are  your  own  words  : 
'*  It  is  conceded  that  the  Jews  knew  less,  and  had 
far  less  faith  relative  to  future  existence  before,  than 
they  had  after,  the  resurrection  of  Christ.  And  it 
is  probable  that  many  of  the  ancient  Jews,  had  no 
faith  at  all  in  future  existence.”  No  wonder,  alter 
having  seen  that  the  most  plausible  passages  which 
you  could  cull  from  their  prophets,  contain  no  infor¬ 
mation  upon  the  subject  of  futurity.  It  seems  you 
was  aware  that  those  passages  which  you  had  addu¬ 
ced  from  the  Old  Testament,  were  not  sufficient  to 
settle  the  question  ;  for.  after  all  you  had  said  upon 
them,  you  speak  of  the  question  us  being  unsettled. 
Leaving  them,  you  say,  •‘the  question  to  be  settled, 
is,  do  the  Old  Testament  Scriptures  teach  the  doc¬ 
trine  of  the  resurrection  of  the  dead.”  Here  you 
quote  my  language — "  Br.  B.  says,  that  for  four 
tliousand  years,  the  Gospel  of  life  and  immortality 
was  a  mystery,  l(K‘ked  up  in  the  secret  counsels  ol 
inlinite  Wisdom,  into  which  even  prophets  and  wise 
nicn  were  not  permitted  to  look.”  Upon  this  you 
say,  “  I  am  seriously  inclined  to  the  opposite  opin¬ 
ion,  have  adduced  some  prool'  from  tlie  Old  Tes¬ 
tament  in  support  of  it,  and  am  now  prepared  to 
adopt  the  language  of  Br.  B.,  and  say,  “  We  might 
have  confined  our  remarks  to  the  New  Testament, 
and  have  proved  all  for  which  we  contend.”  But 
what  do  you  contend  for  ?  That  some  of  the  most 
positive  declarations  made  by  Christ  and  the  apos¬ 
tles,  are  totally  false  ?  This,  Sir,  is  what  your  po 
sition  amounts  to.  1  said  the  Gospel  of  life  and 
immortality  was  a  mystery.  The  Bible  calls  it  a 
mystery.  Paul  says,  “Behold  I  sliow  you  a  mys¬ 
tery.”  What  ivas  the  mystery  here  shown  or  re¬ 
vealed  ?  That  the  Gentiles  were  to  he  raised  from 
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■WE  RESURRECTIOX....FAITH  OF  THE  ANCIENTS. 
[Concluded  from  pnge268.) 


■He  that  is  our  God  is  the  God  of  salvation,  and^er  was  hid,  but  that  it  was  known  and  believed  in 


unto  God  the  Lord  belong  the  issues  from  tleath. 
Ps.  Ixviii  ;  20.  The  connexion  shows  that  the  sal¬ 
vation  here  spoken  of,  consisted  in  daily  benefits — 
it  was  a  daily  salvation  from  want,  Sic.  Issues 
from  death  signifies  deliverance  or  escape  from 
death,  as  the  context  will  also  show.  "  Utito  God 
belong  the  issues  from  death  ;  hut  God  shall  wound 
the  head  of  his  enemies.”  verse  21.  The  mean¬ 
ing  is  plainly  this,  while  the  righteous  owed  to  God 
their  deliverance  or  escape  from  death,  the  wicked 
were  cut  off  and  destroyed.  “  Thou,  whiidi  hast 
shewed  me  great  and  sore  troubles,  shall  quicken 
me  again,  and  shall  bring  me  up  again  from  the 
depths  of  the  earth.”  Ps.  Ixxi ;  20.  Upon  this  you 
suy,  “the  context  shows  that  David  was  not  at  the 
time  in  any  deep  trouble,  from  which  he  expected 
to  lie  delivered,”  Sic. ;  hut,  iSir,  if  you  will  take 
die  trouble  to  look  again,  I  think  the  context  will 
convince  you  of  your  mistake.  “  Thou  shall  quick¬ 
en  me  again,  and  shall  bring  me  up  again  from  the 
depths  ot  the  earth,”  is  figurative  language  ;  and  is 
esqilained  by  the  next  words:  “  Thou  shall  tnereose 
my  greatness,  and  comfort  me  on  every  side.''  Let 
the  reader  turn  to  his  Bible,  and  consult  the  whole 
connexion,  and  then  say.  whether  “the  object  here 
miticipated  is  beyond  the  grave,”  If  the  context 
i4iows  what  you  say  it  does,  it  shows  that  the  text 
oiidcr  consideration  is  nonsense.  It  shows  that  the 
word,  again,  which  is  repeated,  is  without  meaning 
or  use  in  the  text.  You  give  us  a  reason  why  you 
think  David  spake  of  things  beyond  the  grave,  be¬ 
cause  he  was  old  and  grey  headed,  but  the  17th  and 
I8lh  yerses  will  show  that  your  inference  is  unfuund- 


resurrection  they  neither  marry,”  tac.  This  I  ac¬ 
knowledge  is  the  most  plausible  text  you  have  ad¬ 
duced  in  defence  of  your  position  ;  nevertheless,  M 
admit  that  it  proves  what  you  contend  for,  would  be 
to  admit,  as  wc  have  already  shown,  that  the  Bible 
contradicts  itself  in  the  plainest  terms.  You  say, 
that  the  Scriptures  of  the  Old  Testament  are  here 
referred  to.  Granted.  But  does  this  prove  that 
they  contain  satisfactory  evidence  of  the  doctrine  of 
the  resurrection  ?  1  think  not.  Let  us  re-examine 
the  passage  i'rom  the  Old  Testament,  quoted  by 
Christ — “  But  as  touching  the  resurrection  of  the 
dead,  have  ye  nut  read  that  which  was  spoken  toyoa 
by  God,  saying,  */  am  the  God  of  Abraham,  and 
the  God  of  Isaac,  and  the  God  of  Jacob God  is 
nut  the  God  of  the  dead,  but  of  the  living.”  Now 
that  Chiist,  who  believed  the  doctrine  of  the  resur¬ 
rection.  should  thus  apply  this  text,  is  nut  strange ; 
but  that  it  contains  a  revelation  of  this  d»)Ctrine,  suf¬ 
ficiently  clear  of  itself  to  satisfy  the  mind  of  one  who 
did  not  previously  believe  it,  is  a  matter  of  serious 
doubt.  In  short,  that  it  contains  any  thing  like  sa¬ 
tisfactory  evidence  of  the  resurrection  of  mankind 
to  life  and  immortality,  none  will  pretend.  At  best, 
the  language  is  too  ambiguous  and  indefinite  to  be 
admitted  ns  satislactory  evidence  in  this  case,  and  I 
confess  that  ten  thousand  such  texts  of  themselves 
would  never  have  convinced  me  of  the  future  exis¬ 
tence  of  mankind,  much  less  of  the  doctrine  of  the 
resurrection  of  the  dead  to  life  and  immortality. 

11  it  should  be  acknowledged  that  the  Old  Tes¬ 
tament  contains  some  allusions  to  the  subject  of  a 
future  state,  they  are  obviously  so  distant  and  ob¬ 
scure,  that  none  but  Christ,  the  wisdom  of  God, 
who  alone  was  found  able  to  loose  the  seal  and  open 
the  books,  was  capable  of  discerning  their  applica¬ 
tion.  In  fact,  the  prophets  were  so  far  from  be¬ 
lieving  and  teaching  the  doctrine  of  the  resurrection 
of  the  dead  to  life  and  immortality,  that,  if  1  am 
not  greatly  mistaken,  the  terms  resurrection  and 
immortality  are  not  Itiund  in  all  their  writings. — 
You  would  make  it  appear  that  I  contradict  the  apos¬ 
tle,  who  says,  “  The  Scriptures  forseeing  that  God 
would  iustily  the  Heathen  through  faith,  preached 
before  the  Gospel  unto  Abraham,  saying.  In  thee 


the  dead  as  well  as  the  Jews?  No,  nothing  of  thewmd  in  thy  seed  all  nations  shall  be  blessed.”  Gal. 


kind.  But  it  was  the  simple,  though  important  fact, 
of  the  resurrection  of  all  mankind  to  future  life  and 
glory.  This  is  what  the  apostle  had  labored  to 
prove,  and  in  doing  this  he  predicates  his  whole  ar¬ 
gument  upon  the  resurrection  of  Christ.  The  apos¬ 
tle  says,  “This  mystery  had  been  hid  from  ages 
and  from  generations,  but  is  now  made  nianifesl 
uito  the  saints.”  You  are  inclined  to  think  it  ne- 


all  ages  of  the  world,  and  by  all  generations.  I  said, 
the  Gospel  was  a  mystery,  locked  up  in  the  secrei 
counsels  of  infinite  Wisdom,  into  which  prophet-^ 
and  wise  men  were  not  permitted  to  look.  You  are 
seriously  inclined  to  the  opposite  opinion.  Christ 
aid,  Prophets  and  wise  men  sought  to  see  the 
mysteries  of  the  kingdom  of  God,  but  saw  them 
not.”  And  1  am  seriously  inclined  to  believe  it. — 
But  you  will  say,  the  mystery  for  which  they  sought, 
was  the  bringing  in  of  the  Gentiles.  But  this,  ac¬ 
cording  to  your  own  showing,  was  no  mystery  to 
them.  It  was  revealed  to  Abraham,  that  in  his  seed 
(Christ)  all  nations  should  be  blessed,  consequently 
the  Gentiles  were  included  ;  hence,  this  was  not  the 
mystery  which  prophets  and  wise  men  were  not 
permitted  to  see. 

The  apostle  says,  that  it  was  Jesus  Christ  who 
abolished  death,  and  brought  life  and  immortality  to 
light.  You  contend  that  it  never  was  hid,  but  thai 
it  always  was  brought  to  light.  Now,  Sir,  if  you 
jean  show  how  Christ  could  bring  that  to  light  whi'  h 
was  no  secret,  but  which  was  known  and  believed 
for  four  thousand  years  previous  to  his  appearance, 
why,  then  you  will  convince  me  of  my  mistake.  In 
short,  if  you  can  show  how  Christ  can  be  the  au¬ 
thor  and  finisher  of  that  faith  which  existed  some 
three  or  four  thousand  years  before  his  birth,  you 
will  then  convince  our  readers  that  my  sermon  con 
fains  “  an  objectionable  feature.” 

In  passing  to  the  New  Testament,  you  notice, 
first,  the  language  of  Christ  to  the  Sadducees. — 
Matt,  xxii  :  29,  IIO.  “  Ye  do  err  not  knowing  the 
t^cripturcs,  nor  the  power  of  God.  t'or  in  the' 


III  :  8.  Mark — the  Scriptures  foreseeing  what? 
Why  “that God  icomW  justify  the  Heathen  Ihrovgh 
faith,"  Preached  what  ?  Why,  saying,  “  In  thee 
and  in  thy  seed  sliall  all  nations  be  blessed.”  Now 
permit  me  to  ask,  if  the  simple  statement,  that  all 
nations  shall  be  blessed,  conveys  any  idea  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  blessing,  the  place  where,  the  time 
when,  or  the  stale  in  which  they  are  to  blessed. — 
Surely  I  cannot  see  how  this  passage  can  be  made 
to  clash  with  my  assertion,  that  the  Gospel  of  life 
and  immortality  was  a  mystery,  locked  up  for  lour 
thousand  years.  You  will  discover  that  the  bless¬ 
ing  with  which  all  nations  were  to  be  blessed,  was 
the  blessing  of  faith,  consequently  can  have  no  re¬ 
ference  to  a  future  state,  for  the  blessing  there,  is  to 
be  a  reality. 

The  passage  in  Heh.  xi :  12,  13,  conlains  no  in¬ 
formation  as  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Old  Testament. 
It  merely  speaks  of  some  who  died  in  the  faith,  not 
having  received  the  promises.  What  the  nature  of 
their  faith  was,  or  from  what  source  they  obtained 
it,  we  are  no*  informed.  It  was  Ahrahaiii  who 
looked  for  a  city  which  hath  foundations,  which 
was  doubtless  the  city  of  New-Jerusalem  that  came 
down  from  God  out  heaven.  Verses  "26  and  27, 
claim  noattention  in  this  discussion.  “  in  the  19tlt 
verse,”  you  say,  “  we  have  a  demonstration  of  Abra- 
lutm’s  faith  in  the  resurrection  of  the  dead.”  That 
Abraham,  depending  as  he  did  on  the  promise,  that 
through  Isaac  his  seed  should  be  preserved  and  pro¬ 
pagated,  believed  that  God  would  reanimate  Isaac, 
or  restore  him  to  life  again,  admits  of  no  doubt. 
But  how  this  can  be  considered  as  proof  of  Ahra- 

1  ham’s  faith  in  the  resurrection  of  mankind  t«»  future 
life  and  immortality,  I  am  not  able  to  imagine. 
You  say,  “that  the  Jews  were  favored  with  a  know¬ 
ledge  of  these  things.”  This  is  a  grand  mistake. 
That  the  Jews  expected  the  coming  of  the  Messiah, 
and  that  the  blessings  of  the  Gospel  would  he  ex¬ 
pended  to  their  nation  alone,  I  acknowledge  :  hni  it 
is  equally  obvious  that  they  confined  those  blessings 
to  the  present  life.  They  expected  Christ  would 
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establish  his  ilominion  in  the  earth,  amt  reisrn  willi 
them  in  the  character  of  an  earthly  monarch.  If  I 
should  be  (bund  to  ditrer  with  the  main  hodyof  Uni-| 
versalists  in  regard  to  the  tneaning  and  a|)|>liciitioii 
of  several  texts  of  Scripture,  I  hop«^  it  will  creait 
no  alarm.  I  am,  notwithstanding,  as  heasty  a  Uni 
versalist,  and  as  firm  in  the  faith,  as  any  of  them. 

I  can  see  no  necessity  of  misaiiplying  Scri(itnre  to 
support  the  diH'trine  of  Universalism,  and  it  would 
he  strange  indeed,  if  Universalists  ii  id  not  erred  in 
this  respect  in  some  instaiKa^s.  VVe  are  the  la>ij 
people  who  should  claim  to  he  intiillilile,  or  that 
should  l)e  ashamed  to  acknowledge  our  mistakes 
when  convinced  of  them,  i'artialists,  I  apprehend, 
are  not  the  only  |HMtple  who,  in  their  7.eal  for  tin 
support  of  their  (leculiiir  tenets,  have  applied  tScrip- 
ture  to  the  snhje(;t  of  a  future  state  which  has  no  re¬ 
levancy  to  suidi  a  suhj<‘Ct ;  hut  I  am  iinrlined  to  l>e- 
lieve  Universalists  have  taken  this  course  in  soiin 
cases.  While,  then,  we  presume  to  correcrt  others, 
let  us  Ih!  careful  to  guard  ourselves  against  mis¬ 
takes,  lest  we  he  found  to  (aindemu  in  others  the 
things  which  we  allow  in  ourselves.  A  misappli¬ 
cation  of  Scripture  is  no  advantage  to  any  cause, 
except  to  tlie  cause  of  error.  To  concliidi*,  then, 
we  would  say,  that  if  such  an  application  of  Scrip¬ 
ture  l>e  necessary  to  establish  the  Christian's  faith 
in  the  doctrine  of  the  resurrection,  why,  then,  wt 
shall  l>e  ohligt'd  to  acknowledge  that  our  view  is 
calculated  to  weaken  it,  sure  enough  ;  hut  at  fire- 
sent  we  think  otherwise.  W.  lluLLARn. 

HarUBick  rilUigc,  Avgust  ti,  1833. 

R  E  8  U  R  It  F-  C  Tl  O  N - NO.  1 1 1, 

[Coiicluittsl  Trom  piixe ‘.i67.| 

"Marvel  not  at  this  :  for  the  hour  is  coming,  in 
the  which  all  that  are  in  their  graves  shall  hear  his 
voice,  and  shall  come  forth ;  they  that  have  ilotn 
good,  unto  the  resurrection  of  life;  and  they  that 
have  done  evil,  unto  the  resurrection  of  damnation.’' 
John  V :  28,  29. 

I  can  hardly  sufipose  that  those  who  contend  for 
the  deadly  system,  would  make  use  of  this  text,  and 
its  parallels,  ns  proof  of  tindr  hypothesis  ;  yet  I’ar 
tialists  use  it  ns  a  proof  of  the  resurrection  of  the 
body,  and  the  eternal  damnation  of  the  wicked.  Ii 
must,  therefore,  he  examined.  I  have  never  seen 
the  ••commentaries”  of  the  learned  on  ihe  8cri|)- 
tures;  I  must,  therefore,  depend  on  tny  own  com¬ 
mentaries  in  trying  this  question. 

To  take  this  matter  up  systematically,  the  first 
inquiry  should  he,  for  the  lime  when  this  circumstance 
should  take  place.  The  second,  the  •’graves" 
from  which  the  voice  was  to  Im;  heard.  Third,  the 
•‘  good  to  the  resurrection  of  life,  and  the  evil  to  tin 
resurrection  of  damnation.”  And  lastly,  to  what 
the  term  resurrection  alludes  in  the  passage. 

The  time  to  which  this  passage  alludes,  must 
unqiiestionahly  refer  to  (’hrist's  second  coming,  at 
the  destruction  of  Jerusalem  and  dispersion  of  tin 
Jews.  In  a  preceding  verse  (25)  of  this  chapter, 
Christ,  while  on  the  subject,  says,  ••  Verily,  verily, 
1  say  unto  you,  the  hour  is  coming,  and  now  is, 
when  the  dead  shall  hear,”  lk.c.  It  should  also  be 
understood  that  the  subject  here  spoken  of  is  com¬ 
menced  in  the  twenty-third  chapter  of  Matthew, 
and  is  continued  to  the  end  of  the  twenty-lil'ih.  In 
the  twenty-lburth  chapter  and  thirty-fourth  verse, 
Christ  says,  ••  This  generation  shall  not  pass,  till 
all  these  things  be  fulfilled." 

Let  us  now  turn  to  the  twelfth  chapterof  Daniel, 
where  a  parallel  text  may  be  found,  ••  And  many 
of  them  that  sleep  in  the  dust  of  the  earth  shall 
awake,  some  to  everlasting  life,  and  some  to  shame 
and  everlasting  contempt.” 

That  the  prophet  was  here  speaking  of  the  same 
thing  mentioned  in  the  text  at  the  head  of  this  num¬ 
ber,  we  have  the  word  of  Jesus  in  confirmation. — 
When  his  disciples  asked  him,  saying,  ‘‘Tell  us 
when  shall  these  things  be?”  Part  of  his  answer 
was,  ‘‘  When  ye,  therefore,  shall  see  the  abomina¬ 
tion  of  desolation  spoken  of  by  Daniel  the  prophet,” 
"What  was  it,  then,  or  to  what  did  it  allude?  The 
same  inquiry  is  made  in  the  prophecy  of  Daniel. 
And  let  the  reader  now  attend  to  the  answer.  ‘‘  And 
I  heard  the  man  clothed  in  linen,  which  was  upon 
the  waters  of  the  river,  when  he  held  up  his  right 
hand  and  his  led  hand  unto  heaven,  and  swear  by< 


him  that  livctli  forever,  that  it  shall  be  fiir  a  time, 
limes,  and  an  half;  and  when  he  shall  havi;  accom¬ 
plished  to  seiitter  the  power  of  the  holy  people,  all 
these  things  shall  bi*  iuliilled.” 

The  text  contains  the  index  to  the  time  jcfcc/iihisi 
dreadful  scene  should  be  consummateil,  so  |)lain 
and  palpable,  that  it  appears  to  me  none  can  mis  I 
take  it,  viz.  ‘‘  When  tin;  power  of  the  holy  peoplel 
shall  be  scattered,”  and  di>pei  sed  among  all  nations. 
The  holy  people  here  referred  to,  all  will  admit, 
were  the  Jews.  The  time  ol  these  troubles  eom- 
ineiicisl  in  the  year  67.  This  year  Vespasian  en¬ 
tered  (lalilee,  and  destroyed  Capernaum,  (’horazin 
and  Hethsaida,  according  to  the  prophecy  ol  (dirist, 
who  said  ‘‘it  should  be  more  tolerable  for  Modom 
and  (jomorrah  in  this  day  of  judgmetit,  than  for 
Ca|)ernaum,”  Such  a  tribulation  was  now  com- 
ineiiced  ns  ‘‘was  not  since  tin;  beginning  of  tin 
world  to  this  day,  no,  nor  ever  shall  be.”  In  tbe 
course  of  which  (about  three  years)  three  millions 
three  hundred  thousand  Jews  were  destroye:! — Je¬ 
rusalem  sacked,  and  the  temph;  razed  to  the  ground 
by  Titus,  son  of  Vespasian  ;  and  the  balance  of  ihe 
Jews,  not  destroyed,  taken  o(1’  into  slavery,  ‘‘  to 
^shiimc  and  everlasting  contempt."  Or,  as  in  tin- 
^text  first  quoted,  ‘‘unto  the  resurrection  of  datntid- 
tion,”  or  condemnation,  whitdi  is  its  literal  meunitig 
in  the  original. 

‘‘The  graves,"  in  which  the  voice  of  the  Son  o( 
(lod  was  to  b<;  heard,  was  no  doubt  the  mural  death 
jin  which  the  Jews  were  enveloped  at  this  time.  In 
their  human  characters  they  were,  as  the  prophet 
Daiiit;! said,  ‘‘in  the  dust  of  the  earth,”  (‘‘for  ol 
dust  tliou  art,  and  unto  dust  thou  shalt  return”). — 
And  who  can  doubt  hut  that  they  heard  the  voice  of 
the  Son  of  (iod,  in  this  dreadful  tribulation  ;  and 
I  were  awakened  to  the  shame  and  everlasting  con- 
liempt  spoken  of  by  Datiiel?  It  is  diilicult  to  con¬ 
ceive  bow  any  candid  and  honest  |)erson  could  pos¬ 
sibly  adduce  these  texts  from  Scrijiture,  to  prove  a 
j literal  resurrection  of  the  body,  after  its  literal 
(leath  ! 

I  VVe  are  next  to  inquire,  who  were  the  good  to 
the  resurrection  of  life?  llut  first  1  must  premise 
I  what  I  understand  by  the  resurrection  life.  The 
answer  might  Im;  comprehetided  in  (bur  words’ — 
l‘‘  The  Resurrection  of  Jesus."  Jesus  says,  ‘‘I  am 
ithe  resurrection  and  the  life.”  John  xi :  25.  [This 
{text  I  shall  bring  forward  again  to  illustrate  another 
{point  in  this  inquiry.]  The  good,  then,  were  those 
I  .vho  participated  in  tlie  resurrection  of  Chri.st — be¬ 
lieving  in  his  Gospel,  and  in  him,  us  the  iSon  of 
IGoiI — those  whom  Jesus  warned  to  flee  out  of  the 
li-ily,  ns  soon  ns  they  discovertsi  certain  signs  which 
iliehad  pointed  out,  which  would  be  needless  here 
to  repeat.  These  w'ere  the  ‘‘ some”  spoken  of  by 
J)ani(‘l,  and  by  Jesus,  who  were  to  be  awakeneil 
'‘‘to  everlasting  life,”  or  continued  in  that  faith,  the 
{evidence  of  which,  the  prophesying  and  the  (iilfil- 
!ment  of  the  prophecy,  was  the  most  striking  proof. 
These  were ‘‘ awakened”  hy  the  signs  they  saw, 
{which  had  heen  mentioned  by  Jesus,  of  the  forth¬ 
coming  c.damity  ;  and  they  fled  for  their  lives,  and 
,i;s(;a|)ed  the  dreadful  tribulation  those  hail  to  endure 
who  were  ‘‘sleeping  in  the  dust  of  the  earth,”  in 
perfect  security,  as  they  thought,  who  did  not  tin 
{derstand  the  jirophecy  of  Daniel,  nor  believe  in  that 
of  Jesus.  In  this  view  of  the  subject  we  have 
brought  in  both  the  good  and  the  bud,  and  no  more 
{need  be  said  respecting  the  latter;  unless  it  be  to 
remind  the  reader  that  they  are  not  to  be  entirely 
lost.  ‘‘For  1  would  not,”  says  Paul,  ‘‘that  ye 
should  hi;  ignorant  of  this  mystery,  (lest  ye  should 
be  wise  in  your  own  conceit,)  that  blindness  in  part 
is  happened  to  Israel,  until  the  fulness  of  the  Gen¬ 
tiles  be  come  in.  Andso  all  Israel  shall  be  saved." 

The  term  resurrection,  in  this  inquiry,  can  al¬ 
lude  to  nothing  but  tbe  awakening  of  the  believers 
in  Jesus  to  the  time  arriving  of  his  second  coming. 
When,  as  Peter  says,  ‘‘  the  end  of  all  things  is  at 
hand” — ‘‘  for  the  time  is  come  that  judgment  must 
begin  at  the  house  of  God” — ‘‘  and  if  the  righteous 
{scarcely  be  saved,  where  shall  the  ungodly  and  sinner 
inppear.”  The  righteous  were  saved  by  the  warn- 
iing  signs  given  them  by  Jesus,  and  hurried  off  with 
such  precipitancy  as  not  to  have  time  to  secure  their 
effects.  But  where  did. the  wicked  and  ungodly  ap¬ 
pear  ?  The  answer  has  been  given. 


I  have  one  more  text  to  examine  in  this  number— 
I  text  that  has  been  brought  forward  in  support  of 
the  deadly  system,  viz.  1  Cor.  xv:  51,  52,  "  Bo- 
liold  I  show  you  a  my-ti’ry  ;  we  shall  not  all  sleep. 
Out  we  shall  all  be  changed,  in  a  moment,  in  the 
twinkling  of  an  eye,  at  the  last  trump  :  liir  the  trum¬ 
pet  sliall  sound,  and  the  dead  shall  be  raised  incor- 
rujitible.  And  we  shall  l)e  chatigcsl.” 

Tin:  reader  is  desired,  particularly,  to  take  notice 
iliat  the  matter  s|)oken  of  here  is  not  a  resurrection, 
i)ut  a  chiinge.  A  resurrectittn,  liter.ally,  must  be  a 
resuscitation  tif  a  previous  principle  not  totidly  ex¬ 
tinct,  or  corrupted — such,  lifr  instance,  as  the  body 
f  Jesus.  But  will  itny  conteinl  tlnit  the  spirit  of 
Jesus  died  when  he  was  crucified?  Anil  if  not, 
w  ith  what  propriety  can  they  «  outend  that  a  similar 
principle  in  man  must  die,  when  animal  life  be¬ 
comes  extinct  !  Jesus  tells  one  of  the  thieves  that 
Wits  crueilied  with  him,  ‘‘  'Phis  day  shtilt  thou  bo 
in  paradise  with  me.”  What  inference  can  bo 
dr:»wn  from  this?  1  once  questioned  one  of  our 
ministering  brethren  on  this  saying  of  Jesus— one 
who  believes  in  the  deadly  hypothesis,  tind  he  re¬ 
plied, ‘‘ Tlnit  the  term  p.iradise,  in  this  passage, 
meant  the  grave !”  1  should  siqipose  it  might  u» 

well  mean  Pandemonium,  or  Bottmy  Bay,  as  the 
grave.  But,  1  ask,  if  Jesus  here  referred  to  the 
grave  in  Ins  reply  to  the  thief,  w;is  not  his  answer 
an  insult  to  his  fellow-stiflerer,  who  knew  :is  well 
that  he  should  be  in  tbe  gra've,  as  Jesus  did  ?  And 
w  hether  our  Lord  wiis  in  the  ludiit  of  insulting  suf- 
li-ring  humanity  ?  Besides,  the  wiiril  |)!iradise  ra 
universally  understood  as  meaning  a  |)l!ice,  or  state 
ofhappiness,  and  is  not  such  a  convi  rtihle  ti  rni  us 
is  contended,  for. 

The  change  sjioken  of  here,  is  nolhiug  more  rim¬ 
less,  in  my  Immbic  ojiinion,  than  a  change  of  the 
s|)irit  from  a  corruptible  body,  to  a  body  incorrupti¬ 
ble  ;  which,  since  the  resurrection  of  Jesus,  takei 
pla<-e  at  the  death  of  the  hoily.  The  trum|H't  hero 
spoken  of  was,  no  doubt,  meant  to  be  figurative, 
and  is  virtually  a  call  to  the  spirit  to  li  tivc  the  body. 
In  Matt,  xxiv,  it  alludes  to  the  second  coming  of 
Christ,  at  the  close  of  the  Jewish  dispensation. — 
Also,  in  1  Thess.  iv:  16,  it  alludes  to  the  samo 
thing.  And  here  it  goes  further  to  illustrate  tha 
change  hefore  spoken  of  to  the  Corinthians — "Then 
we  which  are  alive  and  remain  shall  be  caught  up 
together  with  them  in  the  clouds,  to  mer-t  the  Lord 
in  the  air  ;  and  so  shall  we  ever  be  with  tbe  Lord.” 
But  whether  this  actually  took  place,  or  not,  histo¬ 
ry  diH's  not  inform  us.  And  the  writing>  in  the 
New  Testament  were  finished  belore  the  event  took 
place. 

I  have  said,  and  I  repent  it  with  confidence,  that 
there  is  no  literal  resurrer-tion  of  the  body,  cx- 
ce|)t  thiit  of  Jesus,  to  be  proved  from  Scripture. — 
And  certiiinly  reason  and  common  sense  will  never 
justify  the  notion,  that  the  dust  of  our  bodies  is  to 
be  collected  together  for  the  purpose  of  forming  new 
bodies  in  some  period  of  eternity.  'I'hat  nothing 
is  im|iossible  with  God.  is  admitted  ;  :it  the  same 
time  it  must  be  admitted  that  (>od  brings  about  all 
his  plans  and  ilesigns,  on  a  scale  of  perfi.ct  w  isdom. 
And  to  set  even  Infinity  to  work  to  collect  together 
the  dust  of  our  bodies,  after  having  gone  through 
ten  thousand  decompositions  and  chiingcs,  would 
be  stretching  the  principle  of  wisdom  into  the  re¬ 
gions  of  folly  and  absurdity. 

But  let  us  now  exiimine  the  conversation  Jesus 
held  with  Martha  on  this  subject.  Jesus  was  tell 
irig  Martha  that  her  brother  should  he  restored  to 
her  again.  Martha  replied,  ‘‘  I  know  that  he  shall 
arise  in  the  resurrection  at  the  last  day.”  But  ‘‘Je¬ 
sus  said  unto  her,  /  am  the  resurrection  and  the 
life."  Is  it  possible  that  Jesus  would  htive  returned 
this  answer  to  Mtirtha  httd  it  not  been  literally  the 
truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth  ? 
Jesus  was  not  in  the  habit  ol  answering  in  para¬ 
bles,  direct  questions,  when  put  to  him  by  hi» 
friends.  To  his  enemies  he  often  spake  in  para¬ 
bles,  but  nut  to  his  friends,  in  answer  to  their  direct 
questions.  Had  this  question  of  Martha  been  an¬ 
swered  to  suit  the  present  notion  of  some  future 
general  resurrection,  is  it  not  more  natural  to  sup¬ 
pose  that  Jesus  would  have  acknowletlged  the  prin¬ 
ciple  advanced  by  Martha,  and  replied — Yea,  Mar¬ 
tha,  your  brother  shall  arise  again  some  millions  (d 
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years  hence,  when  I  collect  together  the  scatteretl 
(lust  of  the  hninnn  family,  (a  mixed  up  mess,  I 
think  it  must  he,)  out  of  which  to  form,  fur  their 
spirits,  new  hodics! ! 

But  let  ns  follow  up  this  life-giving  principle  a 
little  further.  Jesus  continues  to  say,  “  He  that 
l)elievcth  in  mt;,  tlion<>h  he  were  dead,  (a  moral 
death  was  here  allud(si  to.)  yet  shall  he  live  :  and 
whosoever  liveth,  and  helieveth  in  me,  shall  never 
die” — the  moral  death  heforc  alluded  to  :  l>ecausc  it 
will  nut  be  contended  tliat  Jesus  would  have  it  un¬ 
derstood  that  the  laidy  should  never  die  a  literal 
death.  Wliat,  then,  shall  the  spirit  never  die  a 
moral  death,  and  yet  die  a  literal  death,  and  hecoim 
extinct  ?  This  would  l)e  a  match  for  the  Orthodox 
notions  of  total  depravity. 

But  perhaps  I  have  not  yet  adduced  suflicieni 
prouf  to  satisfy  tlie  itnpiiring  mind  that  the  spirit  ol 
man  does  not  die  with  the  literal  death  of  the  body. 
A  further  itnpiiry  into  this  matter  shall  he  attended 
to  in  my  next  and  concluding  number. 

R  i:  S  U  K  It  K  C  T  I  ()  N  . - N  O .  I  V . 

In  this  numh(!r  1  am  to  addins;  more  [iroof  in 
support  of  the  ground  I  have  taken,  that  the  spirit  ul 
man  never  dies.  I  am  aware  that  I  shall  have  to 
go  over  the  same  ground  (at  hiast  so  far  as  it  re¬ 
spects  texts  of  Scripture)  that  I  formerly  travelled 
over  in  a  eorres|iondence  with  Br.  Bell,  of  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Watchman,  on  this  same  sui)ji;ct.  I  shall  he 
able,  however,  to  bring  forward  more  proof  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  point  I  am  contending  for,  than  I  hud 
time  or  room  to  state  in  that  eorrespondencc. 

The  first  text  I  shall  adduce  may  he  found  in 
Exodus  iii ;  G,  “  Moreover,  he  said,  I  am  the  God 
of  thy  father,  the  God  of  Ahraharn,  the  God  ol 
Isaac,  and  the  (iod  of  Jacob.”  When  this  declara¬ 
tion  was  mad(>,  all  these  men  had  been  dead  mon 
than  three  huudred  y»*nrs.  And  yet  the  reader  will 
observe  that  the  declaration  is  made  in  the  present 
tense — /  am  the  God,  iSic.  The  Lord  does  not  say 
I  was  the  (Jod  of  Abraham,  &tc.  Mow  are  we  to 
understand  this — is  God  the  God  of  the  dead  ?  Wt 
shall  see  presently.  The  !Scri|)ture,  fortunately, 
explains  itself,  or  we  might  he  left  in  doubt  on  thi> 
and  many  other  passages.  It  does  not  contain  such 
a  dark  system  of  theidogy,  or  ethics,  as  to  warrant 
so  many  different  creeds,  and  so  much  qiiibblin:'. 
ns  we  have  continually  rung  in  our  ears — whelhei 
for  the  lack  of  honesty,  or  for  the  anxiety  after  some¬ 
thing  they  deem  more  solid,  denominated  cash,  I 
shall  leave  others  to  judge.  But  to  return  to  tin 
subject. 

Let  us  now  examine  whether  the  Scriptures  will 
inform  us  whether  God  is  the  (iod  ofthedead,  orol 
the  living.  Wifliiid  reconled  in  the  twenty-se(;ond 
rliupter  of  Matthew  a  conversation  Jesus  held  with 
the  Saddueces  on  the  subject  of  the  resurrection.  Tin 
Sadduce»‘s  thought  there  would  he  some  irreconci¬ 
lable  (lifTleulty,  and  probably  some  (piarrelling  i 
heaven  about  women,  if  there  was  to  he  a  resurrc« 
tion,  such  ns  tin*  Pharisees  ta'tght ;  because  then 
would  he  one  woman  who  misiht  hiive  seven  hus¬ 
bands!  But  .lesiis  nnswerisl,  ••  Ve  do  greatly  err, 
not  knowing  the  Scri|)tures,  nor  the  power  ol  (iod. 
for  in  the  resiirreetion  they  neither  marry  nor  art 
given  in  marriiige,  But  as  touching  the  resur 

rection  of  the  dead,  have  ye  not  read  that  whiel 
was  spoken  unto  you  hy  (iod,  saying,  1  am  the  (iot 
of  Abraham,  the  Goil  of  Isttac,  and  the  God  of  J  i- 
eohl  God  is  not  the  God  of  the  dead,  but  of  the 
living'."  In  the  parallel  passage  in  Luke,  it  is 
more  explicitly  statetl — “  For  he  is  not  n  God  ol 
the  dead,  hut  of  the  living  :  for  all  live  unto  him.' 
What!  Abraham,  Isaac  and  Jacob,  whose  bodies 
had  been  literally  dead  for  hundreds  of  years,  wen 
they  yet  living  unto  God?  And  if  so,  what  was 
this  principle  yet  alive,  and  which  never  dies?  II 
it  is  not  the  spirit  of  man,  tht;  Scriptures  are  a  blind 
guide,  and  man  is  no' better  off’ than  the  brute  cre;i 
tion.  The  natural  man  dies,  and  animal  life  be- 
«omes  extinct.  So  with  the  brute  ;  and  where  is 
the  dilference  between  man  and  brute,  on  the  dead¬ 
ly  system  ?  I  can  see  none.  But  I  think  that  I 
•luill  be  able  to  prove  that  the  spirits  of  two  men, 
whose  bodies  were  dead,  were  yet  living  unto 
Cod.” 

I  would  now  refer  the  reader  to  Matt,  xvii,  Mark 


ix,  and  Luke  ix.  I  shall,  in  the  first  place,  quote 
from  Matthew.  “And  alter  six  days,  Jesus  taketli 
Peter,  and  James,  and  John  his  brother,  andhring- 
eth  them  up  into  u  high  mountain  apart,  and  was 
trntisligured  heforc  them,”  lk.c.  And  behold  there 
appeared  unto  them  Muses  and  Elias  talking  with 
liim.”  And  the  ptissage  goes  on  to  state,  that  Pe¬ 
ter  was  desirous  of  building  three  tabernacles,  it: 
commemoration  of  the  circumstance,  no  doubt.  But 
while  he  yet  spsike,  behold  a  bright  cloud  over¬ 
shadowed  them ;  and  behold,  a  voice  out  of  the 
cloud,  which  said.  This  is  my  beloved  Son,  in 
whom  1  am  well  pleased  :  hear  ye  him.  And  when 
the  disciples  heard  it.  they  fell  on  their  face,  and 
were  sore  afraid.”  If,  when  the  disciples  heard 
the  voice,  they  fell  on  their  face  in  a  trance,  or 
vision,  tlieii  before  this  happened,  they  appear  to 
have  heen  standing  and  in  coiiversittion  with  their 
Master,  Tlierefore,  neither  their  attitude,  nor  the 
matter  related,  can  warrant  the  Itelief  that  the  setnie 
thus  represented  was  it  visionary  transaction.  Fear 
would  iiiiturally  come  over  them  when  hearing  a 
voice  front  the  clouds.  But  when  Ji;sus  “touched 
litem,”  lie  did  not  say.  awake,  hut  he  said,  '‘Arise, 
md  he  not  afraid.”  The  circumstances  attending 
ibis  extraordinary  transataiou  might  well  bespoken 
of,  ligiiratively,  as  a  visiitn  ;  and  yet  happen  to  the 
parties  when  they  were  all  wide  awake.  This  was 
the  reason,  no  doubt,  that  St.  Matthew  makes  Je¬ 
sus  to  say,  when  coming  down  from  the  mountain, 
“  Tell  the  visittn  [i.  e.  what  you  have  seen]  to  no 
man.”  But  neither  Mark  nor  Luke  make  use  ol 
the  term  mt’o/i,  in  their  relating  the  circumstance. 
And  why  it  should  he  considered  a  vision  any  more 
than  that  of  seeiiig  Jesus  walking  upon  the  water, 
or  any  other  miracle  pt^rftirmed  by  our  Lord,  I  know 
not.  But  I  am  aware  that  some  do  so  (mnsider  it. 
But  it  appears  to  me  that  Peter  has  settled  this 
question  beyond  a  doubt.  See  2  Peter  i :  17,  18 
I'he  eighteenth  verse  reads  thus,  “  And  this  voice 
ivhicli  (  ante  from  heavtn  we  heard  when  we  were 
with  him  in  the  holy  mount.”  It  is  evident  that  Pe 
ler  alludes,  in  this  text,  to  the  circumstance  related 
hy  .^latthew,  Mark  and  Luke.  And  if  this  part  of 
the  sttiry  was  true,  1  can  see  no  reason  why  thc 
whole  account  is  not  true  also. 

Again  ;  2  (’or.  v  :  1.  2,  “  For  we  know  if  our 
earthly  house  of  this  tabernacle  were  dissolved,  we 
have  a  building  of  God,  an  house  not  made  with 
hands,  eternal  in  the  heavens.”  The  earthly  hous» 
mentioned  in  this  text,  it  is  presumed,  all  will  ad¬ 
mit,  is  the  humati  body.  But  the  render  will  ob¬ 
serve  that  when  this  ts  dissolved,  that  “  we  have  it 
hiiildiiig  of  God.”  The  text  docs  not  say  we  shall 
have,  some  millions  of  years  lunice,  a  hiiihliiig  of 
God  ;  hut  that  we  nlreaily  have  it  prepared,  and  rea¬ 
dy  for  our  reception. 

One  more  quotation,  and  1  will  trouble  the  reader 
with  no  more  iScriptiire  testimony,  except  hy  allu- 
'ion.  See  the  t<‘xt  I  have  (pioted  in  a  former  niim 
l)cr.  Phil,  i :  21-21,  “  For  me  to  live  is  Christ, 
and  to  die  is  gain,”  liste.  “Having  a  desire  to 
depart,”  &,c.  Will  any  man  undertake  to  point 
out  the  gain  that  would  he  acquired,  in  ordina¬ 
ry  cases  to  he  cast  into  nonentity,  rather  titan 
live  here  ti|)ou  earth  ns  long  as  he  could  ?  Or  the 
advantage  there  would  he  even  to  he  put  asleep  for 
millions  of  years,  and  then  he  awakened,  or  created 
1  new  being,  W.w'wa  forgotten  every  thing  altout  a 
liirmer  life — I  say  forgotten  what  he  once  was,  for 
1  think  a  person,  thus  waked  up,  must  ht;  rubbing 
liis  eyes  about  as  long  ns  he  lay  asleep,  before  he 
could  call  to  mind  his  former  state?  If  any  man 
will  undertake  to  ex|>lain  this  notion  of  Paul,  1 
should  like  to  hear  it.  But  Paul,  1  am  convinced, 
was  a  wise  man,  and  therefore  expected  an  immedi- 
ite  transition — “  in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye,”  from 
this  earthly  house,  "  to  a  house  not  make  with  hands 
— ahiiildingofGod.”  Ifthiswasnot  Paul’s  opinion, 
it  will  he  very  difficult,  I  imagine,  to  account  for 
his  readiness  to  depart. 

I  might  go  on  to  quote  many  passages  from  the 
writings  of  Paul,  and  other  of  the  apostles,  to  the 
same  import ;  but  the  limits  I  had  assigned  for  these] 
numbers  will  not  admit.  B(«ides,  if  what  I  have 
quoted  is  not  sufficient  to  prove  the  point  I  am  con¬ 
tending  for,  it  might  be  useless  to  continue  the  sub 
jecl. 


I  had  it  in  contemplation  to  refer  the  reader  to 
some  passages  in  the  hook  of  Revelation.  But  it 
might  be  objected  to  as  a  vision.  I  therefore  for- 
Itear  to  quote  from  it.  I  must  be  permitted  to  say, 
however,  that  in  my  opinion,  the  revelation  of  John 
ie  a  repetition,  in  highly  figurative  language,  of  all 
the  preceding  propheides  respecting  the  destruction 
f  Jerusalem,  the  temple,  and  the  dispersion  of  the 
Jews  “into  shame  and  everlasting  contempt.”  If 
It  does  not  mean  this,  it  will  require  another  Bevc- 
lation  to  enable  man  to  understand  it. 

AViih  respect  to  the  term  resurrection,  I  have  ex¬ 
amined  every  place  in  the  New  Testament  where 
the  word  is  to  be  found,  text  and  context ;  and  its 
import  is  plain  to  me;  and  from  which  I  am  fully 
persuaded  thatTiiKRK  nevkr  was,  a.nd  never  wiil 
BE,  any  literal  resurrection,  [of  the  body,]  except 
what  has  taken  place  in  the  resurrection  of  Jesus. 

I  can  see  no  nettessity  or  reason  in  the  plan,  as  ci>ni- 
inonly  understood.  The  hinly  of  Jesus  was  the  only 
body  that  never  saw  corruption — being  pure,  it 
could  he  niised  with  propriety,  hut  none  other. — 
And  where  the  term  in  the  New  Testament  is  found 
to  have  a  literal  import,  it  applies,  most  clearly,  to 
his  resurrection.  The  term  figuratively  alludes  to 
several  things,  but  mostly  a  resuscitation  from  a 
moral  death.  To  this,  it  more  often  alludes,  than 
to  any  thing  else.  “  For  this  cause  was  the  Gospel 
preached  unto  them  that  are  dead.” 

With  respect  to  the  deadly  system,  I  must  be 
permittetl  to  say,  that  I  consider  it  the  most  extra¬ 
ordinary  notion,  that  ever  entered  into  the  mind  ot 
man.  I  consider  it  more  absurd  than  atheism. — 
With  this,  the  being  sinks  into  annihilation,  and 
there  is  an  end  to  him.  On  the  other  plan,  the  re¬ 
sult,  half  way,  is  the  same  ;  and  then  a  something 
is  to  be  made  out  of  nothing,  to  stand  in  the  place 
if  some.  body.  But  the  proof  creates  a  vacuum  in 
the  works  of  the  Almighty,  impossible  to  be  recon¬ 
ciled  on  any  scale  of  reason  given  to  man.  I  cannot 
conceive  of  any  half  way  work  with  the  Almigh¬ 
ty.  In  his  doings  there  must  lie  a  regular  con- 
atenation,  or  series  of  links,  in  all  his  works  :  and 
man  must  be  carried  forward  from  one  grade,  or 
legree,  to  another,  until  he  is  made  perfect  in  the 
mage  of  his  (jod  ;  or  man  has  no  lot  or  portion  be¬ 
yond  this  world. 

Finally,  I  must  still  adhere  to  the  opinion  ot  the 
wise  man,  “  That  the  body  shall  return  to  the  earth 
[from  tvhence  it  came,  and  the  spirit  to  God  who  gaer 
it.”  J.  K. 

Sheshryuin,  Pa. 


MAGAZINE  AND  ADVOCATE, 


OOI.PliUH  8KINNKR,  Ktlilornnil  Proprietor, 
AARON  B.  GKOSH,  Associnte  Editor. 


Utica,  Saturday,  August  31,  1833. 


BIBLICAL . BELLAMY’S  TRANSLATION. 

Mr.  Skinnrr — Sir,  Some  of  your  subscribers 
here  wish  an  explanation  in  the  Magiizine  and  Ad 
vocate,  of  the  following  pa.ssages  of  Scripture,  vt/. 
Genesis  vi :  6,  xviii :  21,  and  Jonah  iii  :  10— pm  - 
tiiailarly  Genesis  vviii :  21,  which,  according  to  its 
present  reading,  would  seem  to  argue  a  want  of 
knowledge  in  the  I.onI,  as  to  the  true  siliiation  ol 
the  Sorlomitcs,  &,c.  Yours  respectfullv, 

Blenheim,  August  12,  ISIlIl.  N.  P.  T*'** 

REMARKS. 

The  reader  will  perceive  that  the  above  relatM  to  i 
subject  on  which  we  touched  in  our  30th  number,  in  a 
notice  of  Bellamy's  Translation  of  the  Bible;  that  it  wa» 
there  shown  that  the  difficulties  that  present  theroseivo, 
in  tlie.se  and  many  other  similar  texts,  originate  almost 
entirely  in  the  mistranslation  of  our  common  version  ; 
and  that  an  appeal  directly  to  the  Hebrew,  such  as  •Mr. 
Bellamy  has  made,  wholly  removes  the  difficulty,  a> 
the  original  does  not  warrant  any  such  construction  as 
the  common  version  gives  to  the  passages.  Genesis  vi : 
6,  ifi  rendered  thus  by  Mr.  Bellamy — “  Yet  Jehovah  ims 
satisfied  that  he  had  made  the  man  on  the  earth,  notmish  • 
standing  he  idolized  himself  his  heart”  Genesis  z  viii : 
21,  Mr.  Bellamy  renders  thus — ”  I  will  descend  nete, 
yen  I  will  dietinguiek  ;  if  according  to  the  eempiaint  they 
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have  made,  that  is  come  before  me.;  it  endeth  ;  if  not,  ^ 
teill  favor  it.’'  Mr.  Bellamy  sujiposes  that  Ahraham 
.ind  the  angels,  (literally,  the  messengers,)  or  strangers 
that  were  then  with  him  on  a  visit  at  Salem,  had  just 
hecii  oireriiig  saeriliees  on  the  altar  of  the  tahernaele,  and 
that  ill  their  devotions  this  com|ihiint  came  before  the 
laird,  and  this  verse  and  the  jireceding  was  his  reply  to 
the  worshi|ipers;  as  it  is  said  in  the  verso  fiiilowing, 
(tWd,)  that  “  the  men  turned  from  thence  and  went  to¬ 
wards  Soilom  ;  lint  Abraham  was  yet  standing  in  the  pre¬ 
sence  of  the  hird." 

Respecting  the  common  version  of  this  text,  Mr.  B. 
has  the  following  remarks  ; — 

“  /  will  go  down  now  and  see,.  Vereh  is  re.ndered,  / 
wUl  see;  hut  the  speaker  is  (lod,  therefore  it  cannot  hej 
so  translated,  as  it  supposes  that  lie  who  knows  all 
things,  was  ignotant  of  the  transactions  at  Sodom. — 
With  the  same  radical  form,  this  word  is  rendered,  I 
will  shiw  mystlf — 1  Kings  xviii :  Ifi,  /  will  surely  shew 
myself ;  that  is,  1  will  manifest  myself  in  judgment  if| 
they  do  not  repent.  Again,  it  means  to  consider,  Ezek. 
xii :  3,  Fs.  viii :  3. 

“  According  to  thecry,  Ilehrew,  complaint,  that  was 
hrought  before  God,  at  Salem,  in  the  Holy  of  Holies: 
emphatically  said,  that  cometh  btfore  me. 

“The  following  word,  Itaalah,  [it  endeth,]  which 
finishes  the  major  (iroposition,  is  omitted  in  the  common 
version,  it  means  to  consume,  finish,  or  pul  an  end  to 
the  thing  in  t|uestion.  1  Kings  vi :  38,  Job  vii :  'J,  Jer, 
viii :  20.  And  thus  it  pointedly  refers  to  the  destruction 
of  Sodom  and  the  cities  of  the  plain. 

“  If  not,  J  will  know.  The  reader  must  ho  convinced 
that  the  common  version  of  this  clause  cannot  be  right 
the  sacred  writer  could  not  apply  sucii  a  term  to  the 
omniscient  Creator:  all  things  are  known  to  him.  This 
word  has  various  applications.  ‘  Knowledge,’  says  Tay¬ 
lor,  ‘  is  various  in  kind,  is  variously  used,  and  attended 
with  various  eflects  and  circumstances;  so  this  word  is 
to  be  understood  and  translated.’  It  means  to  know,  ex¬ 
perience,  discover,  respect,  favor,  &c.  Exod.  i:  8,  knew 
not,  favored  not;  — ii:  2.');  Ps.  ei:  A,  I  will  not 
know  {II  c\).  favor)  a  wicked  person ;  — cxiiv  :  3,  tukest 
knowletlge  of  him,  llnb,  favor est  him.  There  is  no  word 
for  tukest  in  Hebrew.  The  last  clause  then  reads, 
not,  I  will  favor  it.” 

Jonah  iii :  10,  “  And  God  repented,”  Ate.,  Mr.  B. 
renders,  “  Then  God  was  satified  concerning  the  evil,” 
&c.  In  vindication  of  this  variation  from  the  common 
veision,  Mr.  B.  gives  us  the  following  critical  remarks 
while  on  the  text,  Gen.  vi :  C,  which  we  think  cannot 
(iiil  to  be  deeply  interesting  to  all  our  readers: — 

7  he  Lord  repented.  This  part  of  the  history  has 
heen  lor  Hires  resorted  to  by  the  etiemies  of  revela¬ 
tion,  to  prove  that  the  Hebrew  lawgiver  did  not  write 
by  inspiration,  because  it  must  be  allowed  that  re¬ 
pentance  cannot  be  applied  to  God  ;  he  who  is  all 
perrection  cannot  do  any  thing  to  rcpi'iit  of.  'riiis 
is  undouhteilly  true,  atid  by  a  strict  attention  to  tin 
original  Hebrew,  ive  shall  lltid  that  tio  such  notion 
can  be  entertained  of  Gcal. 

’I'liere  are  two  words  iti  this  verse  which  have 
been  tiiisundcrstood,  and  misaftplied  by  the  traits 
lators.  'rite  word  yinaiichem,  they  liave  rendered, 
IT  ivHi'KNTKi) ;  there  certainly  is  no  word  for  the 
neuter  pronoun,  it;  if  translators  had  attended  to 
the  true  reading  of  this  vv(»rd,  they  would  have  found 
that  throughout  the  IScriptures,  it  means  to  comfort, 
lo  he  satisfied,  oppeasc.d;  and  all  the  words  are  :ip- 
plicable  that  imply  a  state  of  comfort,  or  consola 
lion,  on  account  of  something  having  Itiken  jilacc, 
which  brings  the  mind  into  a  state  of  comfort  and 
peace.  Such  ns,  to  strengthen,  to  enliven,  to  invi¬ 
gorate,  to  countenance,  to  assist,  to  support  the 
mind  under  calamity. 

Therefore,  the  most  efTectual  way  of  silencing  all 
objections  to  this  translation,  in  future,  will  be  to 
shew,  that  this  word  having  the  same  form,  both 
consonants  and  vowels,  is  translated  by  the  word 
comfort,  in  the  common  versions,  and  that  in  all 
those  places  where  it  has  been  rendered  repent,,  it 


will  appear  not  oidy  more  consistent  with  reason* understood  in  the  preceding  verb;  neither  tcill  / 


but  perfectly  conforirndile  to  the  narratives,  to  ren 
iler  it  by  comfort,  or  to  be  satisfied. 

In  Gen.  xxxviii:  12,  we  have  the  same  word, 
both  consonants  and  vowels,  which  is  there  transla 
led  right,  viz.  vayinaachem,  and  he  was  comforted. 
'I'liat  is,  Judah  was  comfortetl.  See  also  I  Ssam. 
xii:  14,  Jhid  David  comforted. 


spare,  for  to  spare,  would  imply  something  like  re¬ 
pentance.  'I'lie  eliiuse  reads,  neither  will  /  comfort. 

ILxod.  xxxii :  12,  7'arn  from  thy  fierce  wrath, 
re  hiiiacheem,  wn  it  co.mkoiit  coiir<  raing  the  evil 
toward  thy  people,  'I'lnit  this  is  the  true  rending  is 
evident,  :is  observed  ;  lor  shot),  to  return,  precedes, 
and  as  returning  implies  a  change  «|'  slate,  therc- 


Again,  Gen.  1  :  21,  Jind  he  comforted;  alsoxxiv  :|jiore  he  reinriied  irilh  comfort. 

(»7,  »'//n/  he  was  comforted.  Also  the  plural,  Joli'j  Isaiah  xl  :  I,  We  have  anotlier  fori.iofthe  verb, 
xlii  :  1 1,  7’hen  came  unto  him  all  his  hrethren,  and  '^narheamou,  nacheaviou,  comfort  ye,  comfort  ye, 
all  his  sisters,  and  comforted  him;  Kzek.  xxxi :  lO.i]  Ps;dni  c\  :  4,  7'he  Lord  hath  sworn  and  will  not 
and  shall  he  comforted.  Now  as  it  cannot  be  said  It  has  been  a.-Ked,  ll  the  verb  in  Gen.  vi : 

illiat  Judah  repented,  that  David  jvynvifei/,  that  Jo-  fi,  \iu  nns.  satisfied,  consolnl,  or  comforted ;  how  can 
seph  repented,  when  he  consoled  his  brethren  ;  ihiitijit  be  said  here,  7'hr  J.ord  hath  sworn  and  will  not 
Isaac  repented  wlu’ii  he  married  Rebekah,  or  Ihaij  /«■  satisfied?  'J'his  is  a  f)rophec;y  coni'erning  the 


the  brethren  ol  Job  rejientcd  when  they  comforted 
him  :  so  neither  can  it  be  said  that  God  repented 
that  he  had  made  man. 

1  now  refer  the  reader  to  the  following  passages, 
where  the  same  word  is  translated  erroneously  by 
repent,  but  which  will  lie  seen  to  re:id  with  far  great¬ 
er  propiiety,  agreeably  to  the  true  import  of  thi'ij 
word,  by  comforted,  consoled.  || 

If  we  lake  nicham,  under  the  form  of  the  third  [ter-! 
son  singular  [ireter,  we  shall  find  that  it  unilorrnlyi 
has  the  same  meaning  as  above.  >See  Istiiah  xlix  :] 
13,  the  Lord  hath  comforted ;  li :  3,  the  Lord  shall. 
{\\'M\\)  comforted ;  Iii:  9,  the  Lord  hath  comforted;'^ 

2  8am.  xiii :  39,  he  was  comforted.  | 

But  there  are  two  places,  where  the  translators! 
have  rendered  this  very  same  word,  by  he  repented.l 
8ee  Amos  vi :  3,  the  Lord  repented,  and  the  same 
in  the  C  !i  verse.  In  the  first  and  second  verses  the 
pr(t|)het  was  informed  that  judgment  had  taken  plticej 
in  the  land,  on  account  of  the  great  declension  from 
the  worshij)  of  God.  At  the  intercession  of  the  pro¬ 
phet,  on  account  of  the  rise  of  Jacob,  viz.  hy  whom 
shall  Jacob  arise  ?  by  which  was  understood  the  true 
and  ancient  priesthood  of  Jacob,  the  [iriesthood  ol 
the  first  born,  or  the  Melchizedekian  priesthood,  to 
be  accomplished  by  the  Messiah  ;  the  answer  was, 
it  shall  not  he,  saith  the  Lord.  Thus  Amos  and 
the  people  received  comfort,  and  these  two  passa¬ 
ges  truly  read,  Jehovah  comforted  concerning  this. 
Not  that  he  npented  for  this,  which  would  be  re¬ 
presenting  the  Eternal,  as  though  subject  to  all  the 
passions  of  man  ;  and  he  with  whom  the  future  is 
present,  ns  not  knowing  to-day,  what  shidl  take 
place  to-morrow.  Thus  does  the  true  translation 
agree  with  the  history,  which  shews  that  this  word 
does  not  mean  to  repent;  conseijuently  that  no  such 
passion  can  possibly  be  applied  to  God 

Again,  Jer.  xv  :  6,  hinaacheem;  another  varia¬ 
tion  of  the  same  verb,  is  rendered,  in  connexion 
with  the  preceding  verb,  I  am  tveury  of  repenting ; 
but  it  truly  reads,  I  am  weary  of  comforting.  8ee 
where  the  same  word  is  translated  in  the  common 
version,  to  he  comforted,  Ps.  Ixxvii  :  2 ;  and  with 
lamed  [irefixed,  Jer.  xxxi :  15. 

In  Jer.  xxvi :  19,  this  word  is  erroneously  trans¬ 
lated,  and  the  Lord  repented  him.  In  the  first  place, 
to  say  the  Lord  repented  him,  is  incorrect;  the  lan¬ 
guage  is  bad.  8econdly,  the  pronoun  singular, 
him,  is  nut  in  the  original  of  this  word  :  but  as  it 
is  the  same,  both  consonants  and  vowels,  ns  the  one 
under  consider.ation,  in  the  6th  verse  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  ;  and  as  both  these  are  the  same,  both  consonants 
and  vowels,  as  in  ch.  xxxviii :  12,  where  it  is  tru¬ 
ly  translated,  atid  Judah  was  comforted;  it  is  incon- 
irovertibly  evident,  that  in  the  above  two  verses,  viz. 
Gen.  vi  :  6,  and  Jer.  xxvi :  19,  this  word  should 
be  so  tran.slated.  For  there  would  he  no  certainly 
in  a  language,  if  the  self-same  word  had  a  contrary 
sense  m  another  part  of  Scripture;  it  cannot  mean 
comfort  in  one  place,  and  repent  in  another :  wc 
shall,  however,  be  led  to  a  true  translation  of  ihi.s 
passage,  Jer.  xxvi  :  19. 

In  Job  xlii :  6,  ve  nicliamti  is  translated  and  re¬ 
pent.  The  sufierings  of  Job  were  now  past,  he 
here  acknowledged  the  providence  of  God,  who  had 
comforted  him  when  he  sat  in  dust  and  ashes.  The 
clause  reads,  for  i  shall  bf.  coivifortf.d.  That 
is,  he  was  sensible  that  God  supported  him,  and 
that  he  should  be  comforted  in  all  his  troubles. 

Jer.  xxvi ;  3,  that  I  may  repent  me  ;  Heb.  Then 
I  will  comfort,  i.  c.  concerning  the  evil, 

Ezek.  xxiv :  14,  JVeither  will  I  repent,  this  is 


coming  of  the  .Messiah,  tmd  un<icr  bis  government, 
the  Psalmist  was  sjicaking  of  the  great  increase  and 
glory  of  the  church,  that  for  numbers  they  should 
be  <‘omparcd  with  the  drops  of  the  morning  dew, 
verse  3  ;  enriched  with  all  the  bic.ssings  of  the  ever¬ 
lasting  i;ov(  limit ;  the  rod  of  his  strength,  the  Mes¬ 
siah,  was  to  be  sent  out  of  Zion,  v.  2,  when  the  Levi- 
tical  priesthood  was  to  ceasi*,  and  the  tyf'ical  priest¬ 
hood  of  Jacob,  i\n'.  first  horn,  the  .Melchizedekian 
order,  was  to  be  finally  nianifestetl  by  the  Shiloh  of 
Jacob,  even  the  Redeemer  ;  who  was  to  comfort 
his  [leople,  as  is  declareil  in  this  verse.  'Phe  clause 
reads  agreeably  to  the  grammar  of  the  Hebrew,  and 
also  in  conformity  with  the  great  [irosperity  of  the 
church,  ns  is  signified  from  the  beginning  to  the  end 
ol’the  Psalm  ;  thu.s — Jehovah  hath  sworn,  and  will 
he  not  comfort  ? 

COMMO.S  VKKSIOS. 

1  Sam.  XV  :  ‘29.  Ltkinaatlieem — 

Tliiit  111'  slioulil  rciH'iil. 

Jer.  xxxi:  15.  Lehinaachttm — 

To  be  coni/iirleil. 

Here  we  find  that  the  very  same  word  both  con¬ 
sonants  and  vowels,  which  is  rendered  in  the  above 
passage  of  Samuel,  that  he  should  /  (pent,  is  in  Jer. 
xxxi  ;  15,  translated,  to  be  comforted,  which  is  ano¬ 
ther  incontrovertible  proof  that  this  word  should  be 
so  translated  throughout  the  Scripture. 


SEW  TRANSLATION. 
To  be  coiiirorted. 


NEW  TRANSLATION. 

No  iiiiin  coniihrieUi  because  of 
Ills  wicki'diieKs. 

And  comrorieet  concerning. 

Then  Jehovah  comforted  be¬ 
cause  or  iheir  groanings. 

Will  be  consoled. 

Neitlier  will  lie  be  appeased. 

And  will  he  nolcomfont 

Turn  from  thy  fierce  wrath,  ood 
comlbrl  concerning  the  evU. 

So  Jehovah  wns  satisfied  eon- 
cerniiig  ihe  evil. 

Tlien  Jehovuli  was  sulisfiedeoo- 
cerning  tlieevil. 

And  lie  wus  satisfied  concemiag 
llic  evil. 

And  was  s.ilisfled. 

Vet  Jelioviili  was  consoled  Ibo’ 
lie  Imd  iiiiulc  Saul  king. 

And  comforted  not. 


COMMON  VF.RSION. 

Jer.  viii:  0.  Nichuum — No  man 
repented  liini. 

Joiiali  iv:  3.  Venichaam — And 
repenlesi  tliee. 

Jnd.  xi :  19.  Yinaacheem — For  ii 
rcpenled  llie  Lord. 

Bxod.  xiii :  17.  Naackaam — Be¬ 
cause  Ihe  people  will  repent. 

ISani.  XV:  20.  yaackaam — Nor 
repent. 

Ps.  cx :  4.  AaacAaani— And  will 
not  repent. 

Bx.  xxxii:  12.  Vekinaaehem—\ 

Turn  rroni  tliy  fierce  wrutli, 
and  re|)ent. 

Bx.  xxxii:  14.  Vayinaackem— 

And  tin;  Ijortl  repented. 

Ham.  xxiv:  10.  Vayinaachem 
— And  iie  rt^penteil. 
llihron.  xxi:  15.  Vayinaachem 
— .And  he  repented  liiiii. 

Psalm  evi :  45.  Vayinaachem — 

And  repented. 

1  Ham.  XV :  35.  Hichaam — And 
Ihe  Lonl  repented. 

Jer.  XX :  16.  NicAuam— And  re 
pented  not. 

Dcuier.  xxxii  :  36.  Yithnrchaam.  And  repent 
hiinself  for  his  servants.  It  appeitrs  ttltogelher  in- 
i|iplieal)!t‘,  tmd  wilhotit  mt'tming,  littw  God  could 
repent  himself  for  his  servants,  'flit*  clause  reails, 
hut  concerning  his  servants,  he  will  satisfy  himself. 
Tlie  same  \ersc  occurs,  Ps.  exxxv  :  14. 

The  remaining  passages  where  this  word  occurs 
throughout  the  Scriptures,  are  ujiwards  of  sixty ;  in 
every  one  of  w  hich,  it  is  miiforiidy  translated  agree- 
ahly  to  its  original  meatiing  by,  comfort,  comforted, 
ns  ll  verb ;  tmd  Ity,  comforts,  comforter,  eomfortere, 
consolation,  .consolations,  as  a  noun. 

Now  as  the  words  comfort,  and  repent,  with  any 
modilication  whatever,  cannot  be  applied  to  him  who 
is  [terfectioii  in  the  absolute  ;  who  cliangetli  not, 
Mai.  lii :  6,  consequently  who  never  did  any  thing 
at  one  time,  and  repented  that  he  had  done  it  at 
another ;  who  cannot  repent,  because  he  is  th® 
fountain  of  all  comfort,  consolation,  and  tranquilli¬ 
ty  :  it  follows,  that  a  state  of  perfect  tranquillity,  H 
to  be  perfectly  satisfied.  Thus  God  was  satisfietl 
with  his  last  and  best  work,  when  Ite  had  created 
man — when  he  had  created  man,  he  declared,  all 
tliat  he  luid  made  was,  toh  meod,  superlatively  good. 
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Surely  it  is  n  repruacli  tuall  tlie  Christian  nations 
to  see  the  errors  of  the  early  ages  still  retained  in  the 
sacred  pages.  It  shows  that  neither  the  translators 
liefore,  nor  at  the  time  of  Jerome,  nor  tlie  revisers  in 
the  time  of  James,  when  the  last  revision  was  made, 
were  sufficiently  impressed  witli  the  hallowed  cha¬ 
racter  of  the  awful  Majesty  of  heaven  ;  or  tliey 
would  not  have  represented  the  omniscient  Jclio- 
vah,  with  whom  there  is  no  future,  as  not  knowing 
in  the  space  (*f  a  few  years,  that  he  sliould  repent, 
hecavsc  he  hud  made  man  on  the  earth,  and  that  it 
should  grieve  him  at  his  heart. 

The  next  word  is  vayithnatseeb,  which  the  trans¬ 
lators  have  rendered,  audit  grieved  him;  the  same 
error  is  committed  here,  the  neuter  pronoun  it,  is 
agiiin  introduced,  with  another  error,  viz.  the  pro¬ 
noun  of  the  third  i)erson  him,  for  whicli  there  is  no 
authority  in  tlie  Ilehrew.  We  are  not  to  suppose 
tliat  God  is  a  changeable  being  ;  or  tliat  he  possess¬ 
es  passions  and  alleclions  like  man.  Three  serious 
errors  iiave  been  made  in  tlie  translation  of  this 
word,  and  a  fourth  in  its  application  ;  it  is  in  the 
Hithpael  conjugation,  conseipiently  it  cannot  be  said 
cither  as  it  res|)CctsGod  or  man,  tliat  it  grieved  him 
at  his  heart.  Secondly,  the  word  Jehovah,  is  made 
the  nominative  to  the  verb,  which  makes  it  appear 
•hat  God  was  grieved  to  the  heart ;  whereas  tin 
word  Jldain,  man,  the  iiroximaled  noun,  is  the  no- 
■linativc  to  the  verli,  and  not  the  remote  noun, 
Jehovah.  So  that  there  are  five  essential  errors  in 
this  verse,  wliicli  allogetlurr  alter  the  nieaning  and 
application,  'i'his  word  is  applied  to  idols,  and  to 
idolatrous  worship  in  a  priniai'V  sense!  ;  and  in 
secondary  sense  to  mean  a  grievous  stale  of  mind 
111  <!oiise(|nenee  of  having  tleparied  I'roiii  lli(!  wor 
ship  of  the  true  God,  to  that  oi'  idols.  Hecause, 
snys  Taylor,  insieail  of  succor  and  relief,  the  wor- 
shij)  of  iihds  always  brought  grii'f  and  distress  to 
the  worshippers.  The  pe.ssagi  s  where  the  root  of 
this  wiird  is  ap|ilicd  by  tin*  saerei!  writers  to  wor¬ 
ship,  and  idols,  ur<-mi\\\y.  Isa.  xlviii :  5,  mine  idol 
Jer.  xxii  :  28,  Idols;  Mosea  iv :  17,  xiv;  8;  2 
Chronicles  xxiv  :  18  :  l^ach.  xiii  :  2,  idols ;  IN. 
cxxxv  :  15,  the  idols ;  evi  :  1)8,  unto  idols ;  i-xxxix  : 
%i,  wicked  way ;  Jer.  xliv;  19,  to  worship  her ;  so 
that  the  words  should  be  translated,  notwithstanding 
he  worshipped,  or  idolized  himself.  And  the. verse 
reads  ;  yet  Jehovah  was  satisfied  that  he.  had  made 
man  on  the  earth;  though  he  idolized  himself  at  his 
heart. 

Thus,  we  think  Mr.  B.  triinn[)hantly  vindicates  his 
new  translation,  at  least  in  relation  to  this  word,  render¬ 
ed  repent,  tV’c.,  when  ajiplied  to  God;  and  has  forever 
taken  out  of  the  mouths  of  ske|itics  their  reproaches  ari 
sing  from  the  sup|iosition  that  the  Bible  teaches  that  God 
ever  repented.  Ho  has  considerable  more  and  quite  in 
teresfnig  mutter  on  the  same  subject;  but  wo  have  not 
room  for  further  extracts  at  present.  Wo  coinirntnd  the 
above  to  the  serious  coiisiileriitiun  of  all.  “  Whoso 
readeth  let  him  understand.”  S. 

P  R  E  S  It  Y  T  E  It  I  A  N  WARFARE, 

The  strife  between  the  old  and  now  school  Presbyte¬ 
rians  seems  to  r;i"e  with  unabated  ardor.  Each  party  is 
jealous  of  its  own  rights  and  the  evil  intentions  of  the 
other.  ”  My  voice  is  stitl  for  war,”  is  the  ca[)tion  of  an 
article  in  a  late  iiuniher  of  the  Philadelphian,  in  which 
Dr.  Ely,  the  Editor,  goes  on  to  show  the  deep  hostility 
manifested  against  the  new  school  men  and  measures  hy 
dilTerent  individuals  at  the  west  and  south,  and  especial 


God  and  the  Confession  of  Faith?  Why  do  theyj 
not  cast  them  overboard,  that  the  storm  might  cesse 
and  the  sea  become  calm  ?  If  they  have  not  the 
power,  being  in  the  minority,  why  do  they  not  come 

out  and  separate  themselves  from  such  a  set  of  p - 

— .  Why  keep  dallying,  till,  like  Samson,  they 
are  shorn  of  their  locks?  Are  we  not  told  that  se¬ 
ducers  will  wax  worse  and  worse  ?” 


Respecting  the  meaning  of  the  writer  by  the  dark  in- 

uendo  “  p - d - it  may  be  difficult  to  determine. 

Dr.  Ely  thinks  ho  meant  “  perjured  villains,”  but  we 
see  not  why  it  may  not  as  easily  be  interpreted  ‘‘Pres 
byterian  devils,”  or  any  thing  else  beginning  with  these 
initials.  There  will  be  one  advantage  gained  in  suppo 
sing  Presbyterian  devils  to  bo  meant,  (in  the  Orthodox 
sense  of  devils,)  for  it  will  hence  be  inferred  the  war 
will  be  hloodtcss,  inasmncli  as  ‘‘  spirits”  have  not  flesb 
and  blood  to  be  bruised  or  spilled.  S. 


his  letter  reminded  us  of  it.  We  hope  he  will  pardon 
this  unintentional  neglect  and  that  he  will  have  no  more 
occasion  to  complain  of  the  like  again.  It  is  just  found 
and  shall  appear  next  week. 

Br.  J.  8.  Sherburn’s  articles,  written  in  the  early  part 
of  last  July,  have  but  just  come  to  hand  I 

Br.  Stacy’s  dedication  sermon  we  hope  to  find  room 
for  soon. 

L.  C.  Todd’s  renewed  complaints  and  murmurs  may 
yet  find  a  place  when  we  are  not  too  much  crowded ; 
although  nut  entitled  to  tho  favor  on  any  score,  having 
again  subjected  us  to  a  bill  of  unpaid  postage  I  S. 


Agents, — Mr.  Thomas  A,  Paine,  of  Paine’s  Hollow, 
Herkimer  county,  is  appointed  an  agent  for  this  paper  in 
I  his  neighburiiood :  and  Mr.  Ovid  Pinney,  of  Erie,  Pa., 
I  will  likewise  act  as  agent  in  that  place.  S. 


cr  C  A  N  A  I)  A  S  ir  li  0  C  R  I  U  E  R  S  . 

In  consequence  of  the  refusal  of  tho  British  Postofficep 
Department  to  collect  American  postage  on  newspajicrs 
transmitted  from  the  United  States  to  any  part  of  the 
British  Provinces,  tho  Postmaster  General  of  tho  United 
States  has  just  issued  a  Circular  to  all  American  Post¬ 
masters,  prohihititig  their  fi)rwarding  any  more  newspa¬ 
pers  from  the  United  States  into  Canada  till  the  Ameri¬ 
can  postage  is  paid,  'riiurcfore  all  |)uhlishcrs  who  send 
newspapers  from  tho  United  States  into  Canada,  from 
this  time,  will  lie  obliged  to  pay  the  whole  ofthe  Amcri 
can  postage  on  them,  or  else  have  them  stopped  when 
they  rtiach  the  Canada  linn,  or  at  the  first  office  this  side. 
'Phis  new  arrangement,  or  rather  r/crangemciit  between 
John  Bull’s  si:rviints  and  Uncle  Sam,  will  ufTectus  very  se¬ 
riously.  Let  all  of  our  Canada  siihscrihers,  tliercfure,  take 
SPECIAL  NOTICE, 

'Pliat  wo  .shall  pay  the  postage  on  this  mtmher  to  all  onr 
Canada  siihscrihers,  and  hcrcaficr  stop  sending  the. piijie 
to  all  them  which  we  consider  doiiAz/hf  us  to  pay;  (f<>r 
wc  cannot  alford  to  lose  the  paper  and  pay  the  postage 
oil  it  besides;)  and  reque.st  them  all  whoso  papers  are 
topped,  whether  they  wish  to  take  them  longer  or  not, 
irmiiediatt:ly  to  send  us  the  pay  for  what  they  have  hail, 
and  -ligiiify  their  wishes  in  regard  to  tho  future.  ’I’ 
those  who  have  already  paid  for  their  papers  through  the 
current  year,  and  whose  credit  is  good  on  our  book  from 
their  promptness  in  time  past,  we  shall  continue  to  send 
the  papi.T,  at  least  through  the  rest  of  this  year,  or  to  the 
end  of  the  current  volume,  and  rely  on  their  honor  and 
fidelity  to  remit  us  the  pay  between  this  and  the  last 
Diiceinher  next.  The  American  postage,  from  numlier 
tliirty-fiiur  (at  which  time  the  circular  was  issued)  to 
number  filly-two  inclusive,  will  ho  ninetem  cents  to  each 
suhscriher — i.  e.  one  cent  per  number,  whicli  we  shall 
Bxpect  our  siihscrihers  will  remit  to  us  promptly.  Here 
afler  wc  shall  require  our  Canada  subscrihers  to  pay  us 
in  adennee,  two  dollars  per  annum,  and  we  will  pay  all 
American  postage  and  send  them  the  paper  for  one  year. 

VVe  have  many  honorable  and  good  subscrihers  in 
Canada.  To  all  such  wc  arc  sure  these  our  conditions 
will  he  fully  satisfactory,  and  promptly  complied  with 
‘‘Whoso  roadctli,  let  him  understand.”  S. 


RELIOIOUtt  NOTICES. 

Br,  O.  UoRKKTS  will  preach  near  Esq.  Eacker’s,  in 
Litchfield,  at  live  o’clock,  I’.  M.,  on  the  second  Sunday, 
and  at  Russia  on  the  third  Kunday  in  Sepinmher. 

Br.  W.  U.MiKHWooit  will  preach  at  the  school-liousi; 
ill  the  iieiglihorliood  of  Asa  Dick,  Esq.,  in  Brotlicrtowii, 
oil  the  third  Sunday  in  September  next,  at  ten  o’clock, 
A.  M. 

Br.  C.  G.  Beiison  will  lecture  at  Williamstown  on 
Thursday  evening,  Septeniher  .5th — .at  Hand’s  village, 
(Verona,)  on  Friday  evening,  Gtli — at  Ilaniiltnii  on  the 
second  Sunday,  and  at  Lehanoii  on  the  third  Sunday  in 
Scpteinhcr. 

Br.  K.  ’rowssE.Mi  will  preach  at  Bath,  Steuben  coun¬ 
ty,  on  the  third  Sunday  in  September. 

Exchange. — Brs.  W.  I.  Reese  and  K.  Tow.nsend  will 
exchange  on  the  second  Sunday  in  Septeniher.  Br. 
Reese  will  preach  at  Gaines,  and  Br.  'J'owriseiid  at 
Smith’s  mills  on  that  day,  and  lecture  at  Lima  at  five 
o’clock,  I’.  M. 

Exchange. — Br.  Britton  xvill  preach  at  Litllo  Lakes 
on  the  second  Sunday  in  September,  in  cxeliange  with 
Br.  Potter,  who  will  jircach  at  Paine’s  Hollow  same 
iduy,  and  at  Newviliu  in  the  evening. 

I  Br.  J.  BRrrroN  will  preach  at  Mohawk  village  on  the- 
Tirst  Sunday  in  September. 

I  Br.  S.  W.  Fci-leu  will  |)ieacli  at  Leyden  on  the  first, 

I  at  Collinsville  the  second,  and  atBuoiiville  nn  the  third, 
'Sunday  in  September. 

!  Br.  Reese  will  preach  at  the  Universalist  meeting- 
|liouse  in  Parma,  on  Friday,  Gth  September,  at  2,  P.  M. 

!  The  Cayuga  Association  of  Universalists  will  meet  at 
I  Genoa  on  the  last  W’ediiesday  and  following  Thursday 
,iii  September,  1832.  1  would  remind  all  the  societies 
j  within  its  liouiidarics  that  it  is  absolutely  necrssnry  thot 
each  and  every  society  should  he  duly  and  properly  re- 
jpresented  in  the  Council  of  this  body.  We  do  really 
|iiope  that  this  humble  reque.st  will  lie  speedily  attended 
■  to.  J.  Chase,  jr.,  Standing  Clerk. 

I  The  General  Conm/tion  of  Universalists 'of  New-Eng- 
iland  will  meet  at  Str.afford,  Vt.,  on  Wednesday  .and 
Thursday,  18th  and  19tii  of  September. 

The  Franklin  Association  will  meet  at  Putney,  Vt.,  on 
Wednesd.ay  and  Thursday  next. 

The  Old  Colony  Association  will  meet  at  West  Scitn- 
ate.  Mass.,  on  the  second  Wednesday  in  Scpletnlier. 

The  Hudson  River  Association  will  he  liolden  at  Do 
anoshnrg.  Schenectady  i-ounty,  on  the  second  Wedne: 
day  and  'rinirsday  (lltli  and  12lh)  of  Septeniher. 

The.  Richland,  Ohio,  Association  will  meet  at  Frede¬ 
rick,  Knox  county,  Oliio,  on  the  second  Saturday  in 
September. 

The  Indinnn  'Assoriation  will  meet  at  Laconia,  Harn 


,  .  ^  .  ...  ,  .  ,  I  Br.  limothy  C,  Laton  has  engaged  to  labor  in  word 

ly  by  Dr.  Willson,  ofCincinnati,  (theaeiitlenmii,  hy-tlie-i  .  ,  .  -.i  .i  it  •  i-  .  •  .  •  «it  ■  '  .  .  .  ^  . 

,  ,  •  .  ,  ,  1  IT  •  1- .  i  ,  'i"d  doctrine  with  the  Universalist  society  HI  Wolcott,!  son  county,  la.,  on  the  last  Saturday  preceding  the  li 

aye,  whose  son  so  pioii-ly. stoned  tho  Universalist  church  I.,,  .  c  ,i  .  ■  I  ix.t,  i.„, 

^  ;  Wayne  county,  for  the  year  to  come,  commencing  on  '"-n'ORr. 


■ind  congregation  in  that  city  a  few  years  ago).  Cori- 


tlie  second  Sunday  in  September,  and  requests  that  all 


cerning  him  and  IIS  oppo,%ition.  Dr.  Ely  says, ‘‘ We  feel  I,  „  ,  .  ■  r  i  •  u  . .  .i  .  «• 

^  ^  ,  I  .  ,  i; letters,  &c.,  designed  for  him,  be  sent  to  that  office, 

unfeigned  respect  for  Dr.  Joshua  L.  Willson ;  hut  when  |  _ 


we  read  such  articles  as  we  now  copy  from  the  Stand- 
ard  of  May  31st,  we  cannot  but  exclaim, 

“  ‘  Pity  tlie  sorrows  of  a  poor  old  man, 

Whose  ireinhiing  limbs  (luve  liorne  him  to  your  door.’  ” 

In  a  letter  published  in  said  article,  written  in  Mon- 
foe  county.  Mo.,  the  writer  says, 

"Why  does  the  General  Assembly,  the  Synods, 
the  Presbyteries,  hold  men  in  their  connexion  that 
preach  and  teach  things  contrary  to  the  word  of 


TO  CORRESPONDENTS. 

We  must  beg  pardon  of  Br.  C.  Hammond  fiir  so  long 
a  delay  in  tho  publication  of  his  excellent  articles.  Our 
only  apology  is,  that  aller  setting  his  sermon,  (on  the 
same  sheet  of  manuscript,)  the  compositor  mislaid  the 
sheet  among  manuscripts  which  had  been  set,  and  it  was 
carried  Off  beyond  our  reach ;  and  amid  the  multitude  of| 
new  communications  and  cares,  entirely  forgotten,  till 


The  Western  General  Association  of  Universalists  wiJ! 
commence  its  session  at  Philomath,  Union  county,  La.. 
October  IBtli,  and  continue  in  session  fiiurdavs. 


LETTERS  CONTAINING  REMITTANCES, 
Reuieed  al  this  Qfiet  for  the  week  ending  on  Wednenleti  li.fi 
K.  T.,  Oaincs,  for  J.  F.  O.  Norwalk.  (O.)— C.  F.  R..  Fmn'.:i  i 
Square,  (O.) — W.  C,,  Union  Ellery,  (br  J.  B.  2d.  and  II. 

M.,  Sandy  Creek,  for  .N.  \V.  N.— P.  M.,  Aurelius,  for  N.  iM.  at  1 
O.  J.->E.H.,  Flcmlngsville,  for  i>elf,  B.  8.,  L.  T.,  T.  J.  t.,  J.  II . 

A.  P.  and  C.  T.  in  full  fiir  current  vol.  or  as  per  bis  .lecoiml.  i:. 

B.  M.,  Greenville,  for  C.  B.,  J.  L.  S.,  S.  H.,  W.  C.,  J  \\.,  I.e.ivc..- 
worlh,  (la.) 


